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ABSTBACT 

Due to the energy disturbance during t^e fall and 
winter of 1973-74, Lake City Coaaunity College ejtperiaentjed with a 
4-days-per-veek schedule of classes, a student evaluation of the 
4-day week was coapleted by 58 percent of the full-tiae students. 
Fifty-one percent of t^e total student saaple preferred the 4-day 
week, and 30 percent preferred the 5-day week. Forty-five percent of 
the students reported that tbey preferred a class period ,of ^one hour, 
and in a related itea rating classrooa activities, 44 percent 
reported no difference in classrooa activities when the short and 
longer periods were coapared. A total of 58 percent reported tljat 
they worked or were on a work/study prograa. These working students 
also" reported that they were able to work acre witjh a 4-day class 
schedule* The adainistrative staff (deans, departaent heads, prograa 
directors, and student services personnel) coapleted a narrative 
evaluation. Lists of advantages, disadvantages, and suggestions were 
prepared froa these evaluations. The Learning Besources Center 
experienced a decline in services ranging froa 15 percent to 44 
percent. An analysis of class schedules for vaiiatioa in services, 
enrollaent data, ani goades revealed no change that could be 
attributed to the 4-day week. An analysis of energy consuaption over 
the yeatfi 1970-1974 indicated that energy was saved, but the aaount 
contributed to the total energy-saving prograa by the 4-day week 
could not be deterained with reliability. (Author/DB) 
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EVALUATION 0? EXPERIMENTAL POUR-DAY WEEK CUSS SCHEDULE 
JANUARY THROWN APRIL 197A AT LAKE CITV COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

ABSTRACT 



Due to the energy diaturbance during the fall and winter of 1973*74 
I^ke City Comtiunlty College experimented with a four days per week 
schedule of claseee. A student evaluation of the four«>day week wae 
completed by 58 per cent of the full time students. Fifty-'one per cent 
of the total student sample preferred the four»day week and thirty per 
cent preferred the five-day week. Fortyfive per cent of the students 
reported they preferred a class period of one hour and in a related item 
rating classroom activities forty^foar per cent reported no difference 
in claissroom activities when the short and longer periods were compared* 
A total of 58 per cent of the students reported they worked or were 
on a work study program* These working studen'cs also reported they 
were able to work more with a four-day week. The administrative staff 
(Deans^ department heads, program directors and student services 
personnel) did a narrative evaluation* Lists of advantages^ dls- 
advantages and suggestions were prepared from these evaluations* The 
Learning Resources Center experienced a decline in services ranging 
from fifteen to forty-four per cent* An analysis of class schedules 
for variation in services^ enrollment datat and grades revealed no 
change that could be attributed to the four-day week* An analysis of 
energy consumption over the years 1970-1974 Indicated that energy 
was saved but the amount contributed to the total energy saving pro- 
gram by the four-day week could not be reliably detet mined. 
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Due to the energy disturbance during fall and winter of 1973-7U, 
Lake City Community Cbllege requested and received permission from 
the Florida State Department of Education to experiment with a four- 
day per week schedule of classes, Iho letter of Deceiribor ^, 1973 
specified that permission was granted subject to certain conditions, 
the condition that is the basis of this report wast 



Tliat at the end of the term, the College 
will transmit to the State Board of Education its 
evaluation of the experiment which shall Include 
as a minimun evidence on the following items: 

a. "rtie savings (if any) realized In consumption 
of fuel oil, electricity, gasoline, and other 
fuels including any evidence the Collie nay 
have as to the extent to which such savings are 
attributable to a four-day week or are attribu- 
table to a four-day week or are attributable 

to other energy saving measures. 

b. Hie effect such program has had upon the pro- 
gress of students. 

c. The effects on enrollments or servlcos to the 
coimtanlty which are attributable to the 
experimental program. 

d. The effect of the program on classroom acti- 
vities and upon non-classroom activities, 

e. A student evaluation of the program includitig 
its effect upon employment} availability of 
counseling and faculty assistancej and any un- 
foreseen advantages or disadvantages of the 
program • 

f . A general ervaluation of the experiment by the 
administrative staff of the College including 
attitudes toward the program in regard to 
energy conservation, an evaluation of the effect 
of the program upon the quality and quantity of 
educational services offered by Lake City 
Comnunity College, and a listing of any unanti- 
cipated benefits or problems brought about by 
the four -day week. 



ERIC 



11 



These specific requoots for data and how they have been met 
are listed below. 



State Department Request 



Re port Data Meeting the State 
Request 



a, Ehergy Consumption 



F^rt Ten. Qiergy Consumption 
yinalysis 



be Effect on Rf ogress of 
Students 



ftrt Nine. 



Analysis of Grades 



c. Effect on Ehrolltnents 



ferb Seven 



Birollmant Data 



d. Effect Upon Classroom 
.Activities and Mon- 
Classroom Activities 



fert One. 
P^ts IVo 



Student araluation 
tbrough^iSlx. Bvalu 
ation by Staff 



e. Student Evaluation in- fert One. Student Evaluation 

eluding Effect on Ein- 
ploymont, Counseling, etc. 



These data requests seeded comprehensive enough for an eval- 
uation. Also, because of the time squeeze rerniltlng from the need 
for data as quickly as possible to supplement decision maJdng the 
data is mainly limited to that asked for by the State Department. 

niis study is unique. I^ere are a few other colleges that 
use a four -day week but to this writer's knowledge no reported 
systematic study of results, Ohere is no guidej nothing to take 
apart and build upon. Somewhat because of this we have reported 
the data In exasperating detail » 

The most serious deficiency in this study is the lack of 
historical data. We havo data that extends back fivo years only in 
two instances (enrollment and energy consumption). With historical 
data we ml^ht bave been able to arrive at a random factor in grade 
variation, for example, that would have established more meaning 
to some grade variations, 



f . General Evaluation by Ad- 
ministrative Staff Quality 
and Quantity of Services 
Benefits or Problems 



Ffeirts Two 



and Part Bight Quantity 
of Ettucational Services 



through Six & Ikrb Bight. 
Evaluation by Staff 



ill 
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PART ONE 
STUDENT EVALUATION 

I 

STUDENT EVALUATION SUMMARY 



LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-OAY WEEK 



STUDENT EVALUATION SUMMARY 



METHOD 



The evaluation survey started wfth a brainstorming session in 
o meeting of Student Services, counseling and activities personnel. 
A preliminary form and format was prepared. Input was then secured 
from a meeting of all Student Services personnel, Transfer Division 
Department Heads Council, Dean Herbert Attaway, W» H. Alexander 
and other Technical Division personnel* With each set of sugges- 
tions, items were changed, combined, added, etc. The final forms 
used were the fourth or fifth revisions (See pages 10^* and 105). 

The final form was divided into two parts. The preliminary 
section asked the student for items of specific Information to be 
used in sorting the evaluation forms into major groups. The basic 
scale contained 10 (Form I) and 11 (Form II) items with a note asl<ing 
for special problems or comment. The number of responses, as always 
with a Likert-type scale, was a problem* Research does not provide 
a clear-cut decision concerning the most desirable number of response 
categories. The final decision to use only three response categories 
was made primarily to reduce the work In tabulation* 

Another worrisome item was the arrangement of all 'W* Items 
favoring the fWe-day week or critical of the four-day week; all 
"B'^ items in between; and all "C* items favoring the four-day week. 
There was in this arrangement the possibility that the format might 
encourage stereotyped responses. This problem did not materialize. 
The students apparently read and responded to the individual items. 

Items and responses were varied and scattered some\/hat for what- 
ever value this might have in avoiding stereotyped responses. The 
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survey was arbitrarily held to one page to save class time In admin- 
istering and perhaps help tn getting a greater number completed. 

Oirferenccs [n the time schedule and the desire to add Item 11 
led to a slightly modified Form II for use In the clock-hour program^i. 
Form II was used only with Technical Division clock-hour programs. 
All of the tabulations, however, use the Form I format, I tern 1 1 of 
Form II is an Isolated tabulation* 

Many, per haps all, of the items could be gone Into In greater 
detail but this would have required almost a special project with 
each. The final instrument was a compromise that seemed practical. 

Most of the evaluation forms were completed by students March 
18 and 19, 197'*. These dates were about two weeks after the middle 
of the semester. 

The results were tabulated and entered on a standard table as 
numbers and percentaiges of those responding to the item* A graph 
was devised to illustrate the percentage differences and ease the 
chore of spotting differences* The tables, however, are included 
to give the "B" responses, exact numbers and number of students in 
the sample. All of the tables reporting tabulations have the same 
format and all of the figures are the same format* Both the tables 
and the figures include keys to the content of the item. 



RESULTS 



1. Responses were obtained from 5*48 students or 58*5 per cent 
of the full-tfme enrollment. 

2. Fifty-one per cent of the total sample preferred the four-day 
week and thirty per cent preferred the five-day week. 

3. The Transfer Division students split 38.8 favoring the five-day 
week and 38.^ favored the four-day week* 
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4* The Technical Division students liked the four-day week 61 
per cent to 23 per cent for the total division^ 54 to 28 per cent for the 
setnester-hour progranns and 92 to 5 per cent In the clock-hour programs. 

5, Students that work^ both work- study and other work^ prefer 
the four-day week. Fifty- four per cent of the combined total of work 
plus work-study like the four-day week. Thirty per cent preferred the 
five-day week. Notet The group labeled work is work other than work- 
study. There Is very little overlap between the two groups^ i. e. p very 
few work-study students that work at another job in addition to the 
work -study employment. 

6» Two hundred forty-eight students report working other than 
work-study or 45. 26 per cent of the sample. 

7. Three hundred sixteen students either worked or were on a 
work-study program. This is a total of 57. 66 per cent. of the sample 
that worked for pay. 

8. The pattern of preferring the four-day week continues through 
the grade-point average breakdowns except the grade-point average 
range of 3« 0 and up in the Transfer Division. With this 3. 0 and up 
group the five-day week was favored 43. 5 per cent to 3U 8 per cent. 
This group contains 85 students. The following data specific to this 
group Is not Included elsewhere lu these tabulations* Fourteen or 

16 per cent of these students are on work- study programs} 41 or 
48 per cent work other than work- study* This Is a total of 64. 70 per 
cent that either work or on a T/ork-study program. Thirty-three per 
cent of this group report they work full-time on Friday. 

9. percent of the students reported they preferred a class period of 
one hour and In a related item rating classroom activities pecrcent 
reported no difference in classroom activities when the short and 
longer periods were compared. 

10. The nursing program^world'i students and Transfer 
Division students with grade^polnt averages above 3.0 were the only 
tabulations showing a marked preference for the five-day week. 

11. Students that work report they are able to work more for 
money on a four-day week schedule* Fifty per cent report they were 
able to work more and 14 per cent were able to work less* 



12» There Is not much doubt about clock-hour programs* Some 
of these programs prefer the four-day week 100 per cent* 



13. One hundred ninety-two students (total technical and transfer) 
or 35 per cent of the sample report they work full -time on Friday. 

M. Only 10 pet cent of the students responded with a comment. 
All of these comments are included in the coniments section* 

15. ^Several other tabulations and arrangements of data were tried 
Including such things as total and C responses^ mean responses^ 

items agaljist all other items, etc. None of these seemed to add much 
to the results. 



LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
TAHLE 1. STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 

SIZE OF THE SAMPLE - NUMJ3ER AND PERCENTAGE OF EVALUATION FORMS 

COMPLETED 



GROUP 



FULL-TIME 
ENROLLMENT 



NUMBER OF EVALUA- 
TION FORMS 
COMPLETED 



Technical Division 468 
Transfer Division 469 
TOTAL 937 



311 
237 
548 



PERCENTAGE 
COMPLETING 
EVALUATION 
FORM 

66.5 

50. 5 

58.5 



it 

STUDENT EVALUATION TOTALS 



lAkc city community COLLF-GK 

STUDhINT CVAt.UA TION OF KOUR-DAV WEKK 



TABLE 2. TOTAL R£SPONSt:S AND PKRCENTAQES 



SUHVEY ITfiM 



I KCMNICAL 

oivrstoN 



JJKSPON,SKS 
'^THANSFER 
DIVISION 



TOTAL 



■ • . - 




No. 


% 


No. 


% 


_ No, 




I. 


Had ItoubU Bcheduttrtg courtei 
A. Yrts 


\6 


5.2 


22 


9. 5 


38 


6 




B. Some 


56" 


18.1 


86 




142 


26" 0 

677r 


a. 


C. No 




76.7 


129 


54,4 


'^367 


Was Able to attend campus 
functions 
















A. No 


77 


^5. 1 


86 


36.7 


163 


30. 1 




B. Some 


. .... 


ZZ.S 


64 


27.4 


133 


247?" 




C. Yen 




52.4 


84 


35.9 


245 


45. 3 


WaB unable to take part In 
atudent actitltlea 
















A, Could not participate 


46 


15.0 


50 


21.4 


96 


17, 8 




B. Some trouble 


47 


15.3 


6S 


27»9 


112 


20.7 




C. No problem _ 


214 


69.7 


118 


50.6 


332 


6r.''5^ 


4 


Instructore had trouble 
adapting material 
















A. Yen 


40 


U.9 


34 


14.4 


74 


li.6 




n. diome 


95 


JO, 7 


109 


46.2 


204 


37. V 


S. 


C. No 


174 


56.3 


. 93 


39.4 


267 


49.0 


Classroom actirltles were 
A. Better short period 


95 


3U0 


101 


43.7 


196 


36. 5 




D. No difference 


U5 


44»l 


100 


43. 3 


235 


,43.8 


6, 


C. Better longer period 


76 


24.8 


30 


13.0 


106 


__19. 7 


Had flufficlent study time ^ 
















A. No 


44 


14.2 


57 


24,0 


101 


18«5 




B. Some >fouble 


84 


27.2 


84 


35.4 


168 


30.8 


7. 


C. Yes 


181 


58.6 


96 


40. 5 


277 


50. 7 


Class length preferred 
















A. 1 hour 


119 


38.5 


127 


$3.8 


246 


45.0 




No difference 


US 


37.0 


76 


32.2 


191 


34.9 


H. 


C» 11/2 hours 


77 




J 3 


14. 0 


110 


20. 1 


Able to Work for money 
















A. Less 


25 


B.5 


56 


15.4 


61 


11.4 




B. No difference 


177 


58. 6 


152 


65.2 


329 




9. 


C. More 


100 


33. 1 


45 


19.3 


145 


27. 1 


Had trouble contacting 
Ini tractor /counselor 
















A. Yea 




9.1 


22 


9.4 


50 


9.2 




U. Some 




20. I 


69 


29. 4 


131 


24. 1 


JO. 


G. No 


218 


70.8 




iiJL. 


362 


66.7 


I like beat 
















A. 5-d*y _ 


72 


23.4 


92 


is. 8 


164 


30. 1 




B. No difference 


47 


15.3 


54 


22.8 


101 


18. 




C. 4-day 


166 


61.2 


91 


38.4 


279 


51.3 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STy.DENT EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 

Fig. 1. Totel* TechntcftI DIvlalon plue Tr<»n«fer DIvUion, 
percentage of A J»nd C responses. 




. A RESPONSES 
(Favors 5-day 
week) 

- C RESPONSES 
{Favors 4-day 
week) 



- SEE NOTE BELOW 



ITEM NUMBER 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 

1. Had trouble scheduling coursess A. Yes C. No 

2. Wao able to attend campus functions: A. No C. Yes 

3. Was unable to take part In student activities! A. Could 
not participate C. No problem 

4. Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C. No 

5. Classroom activities ^verej A. Better short period 
C. Better longer period 

6. Had sufficient study time: A. No C. Yes 

7. Class length preferred.'. A. 1 hour C. 1 1/2 hours 

8. Able to work for money: A. Less C. More 

9. Had trouble contacting Instructor/counselor: A. Yes 
C. No 

10. I like best: A. 5-day C. 4-day 

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is 
critical of the 4-day week. B response is always the In- 
between response and Is not plotted here. The C response 
always favors the 4-day week. 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 



TAB MO h TOTj^LS (TF;CHNICAL PLUS TRANSFER) 



SURVEY ITEM 


RESF 




No, 


% 


Total No. 


1. I'l&d trouble achAduHnff roiirHAn 


^^^^'^ 


)^;jc ]^ >}c ^ 




A, Yes 








B Some 






C. . No 




■ 11. ^ 










A* No 


/^'^ 






B. Some 






C. Yes 


^ T . 




3. Was unable to take oart In dtud^nt activitl^^i 
A Could not nartirlnatA 














B, Some trouble 


// a 




C . No problem 






4. Instructors had trouble adaDtina material 
A Yea 








— sij:,^ 






B SomA 






C- No 




Ml C.I T ■■ 


^ A A 1* nAnH aCflvlMAfl \fr A T* A 


*♦♦♦* 


***** 


















Rfttti^r lonfff*!* nAfifjd 




^ f 1 C 1 , . 


6- Had sufficient atudv tlmft 




<<**^* 




A • No 


/^/ 


//•^ 




B- Some ti^ouhle 




'if' 


C, Yes 




^V. K . . I.. . ■ 


7. dafiA lenffth nrefArred 




***'[«* 




A 1 Hnni* 








U. No difference 


J 




C 11/2 hours 


II/) 




« «k U JL C LV W01C\ iWi llJViiCy 




***** 




A T A a a 




it 'r 




Ot IN u QiiierenvG 






v> ivi ore 






/• iidu iruuuxe coniaviin^ ins vrucvOA / v^Qunseioi 
A. Yes 


**** 


***** 










B Some 






C. No 






10. I like best 








A, S-day 








B. No difference 






C. 4-day 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR -DAY WEEK 

Fly. 2, Tr»n«f*r Olvlelon ToteU, percentage of A and C reaponaea. 




. A RESPONSES 
(Favors 5-day 
week) 

C RESPONSES 

(Favors 4 -day- 
week) 

SEE NOTE BELOV/ 



3 4 5 6 7 8 
ITEM NUMBER 



10 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 

1. Had trouble scheduling courses: A. Yes C. No 

2. Was able to attend campus functions: A. No < Yes 

3. Waa unable to take part in student activitiest A. Could 
not participate C. No problem 

4. Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C. No 
b. Clasaroom activities were: A. Better short period 

C. Better longer period » 

6. Had sufficient study time: A. No C. Yes 

7. Class length preferred: A. 1 hour C. 11/2 hours 

8. Able to work for money: A. Less C. More 

9. Had trouble contacting Instructor/counselor: A. Yes 
C. No 

10. I like beat: A. 5-day C. 4-day 

Note: The A response always favors the 5 -day week or Is 
critical of the 4-day week. B response Is always the In- 
between response and Is not plotted here. The C response 
always favors the 4-day week. 



LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 

TAIU.F. 4/rUANSFER DIVISION TOTALS 



1. 



8. 



10. 



SURVEY ITEM 



Had trouble scheduling courses 
A. Yes ^ 
B Some 

C.No 

Was able to attend campus functions 

A. No _ 

B. Some 

C. Yes 




Was unable to take part In student activities 
A Could not participate _ 
B. Some trouble _ _~ 
No problem 



C. 



Instructors had trouble adapting material 
A Yes 

B. Some 

C. No . 

Classroom activities were _ 

A. Better short period 

B. No difference 

C. Better longer period 
Had sufficient study time 

A. No 
B. 
C. 




Some trouble 
Yea 



Class length preferred 
A. 1 hour 
D. 
C. 



No difference 
1 1/2 hours 



Able to work for money 
A. Less 
B. 
C 



No difference 
More 



Had trouble contacting instructor /Counseloj 
A. Yes 
B Some 
C. No 
I like best 
A. 5 
B. 
C, 



■ day 




No difference 
4-day 



No. 



***** 



***** 



M2. 



***** 



***** 



IML 



3a 



***** 




){c )fi )fi 1^ 9^ 



1^ 



RESPONSES 



***** 



***** 



3^ '7 



***** 



***** 



/3 sO 



***** 



11 



^3 



***** 



Total No. 
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STUDENT EVALUATION TECHNICAL DIVISION TOTALS 
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Fig. 3* Technics) Division Totels (clock-hour plua eeme$ter hour)i 

percentage of A and C reaponaea. 




^ A RESPONSES 
(Favor 8 5 -day 
waak) 

C RESPONSES 
(Favora 4-day 
week) 



SEE NOTE BELOW 



ITEM NUMBER 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 

I. Had trouble 6cheduling coursed; A, Yea C* No 
Z. Was able to attend campus functions: A. No C, Yes 
). Wan unable to take part in student actlvltieat A» Could 
not participate C. No problem 

4. Instructors had trouble adapting materiali A Yes C. No 

5. Classroom activities were: A* Better short period 
C. Better longer period 

6« Had sufficient study time: A. No C. Yes 

7. Class length preferred: A« 1 hour d 1 1/2 hours 

8. Able to work for money: A. Less C. More 

9. Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor: A. Yes 
C. No 

10. [ like best: A. 5-day C, 4-day 

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is 
critical of the 4-.day week. B response is always the In- 
between response and is not plotted here* The C response 
always favors the 4-day week. 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 



TA BIiE 5. .TECHNICAL DIVISION TOTALS (C;.OCK-HOUR PIvUS SEMES TER -HOUR) 



SURVEY ITEM 


RESJ 


>ONSES 


No. 


% 


Total No. 


!• Had trouble scheduling couraes 




***** 




A. Yes 








B Sopie 




/ 


C^. No 






2, Was able to attend campus functions 


***** 


***** 




A. No 


77 






B# Some 






C. Yes 






3» Was unable to take part In student activities 
A Could not participate 




* * * * * 










Bt Some trouble 






C. No problem 


XJu 




4, Instructors had trouble adapting material 
A Yes 


* * * * * 


* * * >)i j)« 


^^'^ , 




/a if 




B. Some 


■ > y Ti — 


3i-7 


C. No 






5 Classroom activities were 


***** 






At Better short period 


^6 






B. No difference 


jSS 


M I 


C. Better longer period 


?L 




6. Had sufficient study time 


***** 


***** 




A. No 


LMJt 






B. Some trouble 






C. Yea 


I'H'l 


^^^r. 6 


7. Class length preferred 


^^^^^^^^^ 


***** 


^// . 


A. 1 hour 


■ji i.. ■ 






B* No difference 






C. 1 1/2 hours 


71 




8. Able to work for money 


***** 


* * * * * 




A. Less 








B. No difference 


/7 7 




C More 






9, Had trouble contacting instructor/Counseloz 
A. Yes 


#*** 


**l{t3j«)J( 










B Some 






C. No 






10. I like best 




***** 




A. 5-day 








B. No difference 






C. 4-day 
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STUDENT EVALUATION TECHNICAL DIVISION PROGRAMS 
SEMESTER-HOUR 



ERIC 



LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR -DAY WEEK 

Fl9« ^. Sfm««ter Hour Progr«»m8 Totals Technlcel OivUlon, 

perc^ntegft of A and C responses. 



P 

E 
R 
C 
E 
N 
1" 
A 
G 
E 




A RESPONSES 

(Favot8 5-day 
week) 

C RESPONSES 

(Favor 8 4-day 
week) 



- SEE NOTE BELOW 



3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 
ITEM NUMBER 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 



1. 
i, 

4. 
5. 



Had trouble achedullng courses! A. Yea C. No 
Waa able to attend campus functions: A. No C. Yea 
Wan unable to take part In student activities! A. Could 
not participate C. No problem 

Instructors had trouble adapting material! A. Yes C. No 



A. Better short period 



6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 



Classroom activities were; 
C. Better longer period 
Had sufficient study time: A. No C. Yes 
Claas length preferred: A. 1 hour C. 11/2 hours 
Able to work for money: A. Leas C. More 
Had trouble contacting Instructor /counselor: A. Yea 
C. No 

10. r like best: A. 5-day C. 4-day 

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or Is 
critical of the 4-day week. B response is always the in- 
between response and is not plotted here. The C response 
always favors the 4 -day week. 
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STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 
.sirMEil^rl^^mHOTIR PRpriRAM TOTALS TaCHMtCAL DlYlSIQtL- 



SURVEY ITEM 



RESPONSES 




1. 



3. 



4. 



Had trouble scheduling courses 
A. Yes _ 
B Some 

C.No 

Was able to nttend campus functions 
A. No 
B. 
C. 



6. 



7. 



8. 



9. 



10. 



Some 
Yes 



Was unable io take part In student activities 
A Could not participate ^ 

B. Some trouble 

C. No problem 
Instructors had trouble adapting material 

A Yes 

B. Some 

C. No _ 

Classroom activities were 

A. Better short period 

B. No difference 

C. Better longer period 
Had sufficient study time 

A. No 
B. 
C. 



Some trouble 
Yes 



Class length preferred 
A. 1 hour 
B. 
C. 



No difference 
11/2 hours 



Able to work for money 
A. Less 
B. 

C 



No difference 
More 



Had trouble contacting instructor /Counselo:^ 

A. Yes 

B Some 

C. No . 
I like beet' 

A. 5 

B. No difference 

C. 4-day 
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STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR -DAY WEEK 
Ftg^ r>, 0MSlne$8 R^lnted progreme Ttchnicat OlvUlon, percentngt 

of A pnd C reaponoes. 




ITEM NUMBER 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 

I. Mad trouble scheduUng coureea: A» Y«8 C. No 

2« Wad able to attend campus (unctions; A« No C. Yes 

3, Was unable to take part In student actlvitiess A. Could 

not participate C. No problem 
4» Instructors had trouble adapting materials A Yes C. No 
3. Classroom activities were: A« Better short period 
Better longer period 

6. Had sufficient study time: A. No C. Yes 

7. Class length preferred: A* 1 hour C. I 1/2 hours 

8. Able to work for nrioney: A. Leas C, More 

9* Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor: A. Yea 
C. No 

10. I like best; A. 5-day C. 4-day 



Note: 'The A response always favors the 5-day week or is 
critical of the 4-day week. B response is always the in- 
between response and Is not plotted here. The C response 
always favors the 4-day week* 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 

7« BUSINESS RELATED PROGRAMS TECHNICAL DIVISION 



SURVEY ITEM 



I. 



2, 



3. 



4. 



6. 



7. 



8. 



9. 



10. 



Had trouble scheduling courses 

A. Yea 

B Some 

C.No *"* 



Was able to attend campus functions 
A. No 
B. 
C. 



Some 
Yes 



Was unable to take part In student activities 
A Could not participate 

B. Some trouble 

C. No problem . 

Instructors had trouble adapting material 

A Yes 
B. 
C. 



Some 
No 




CLassroom activUl^s were 

A. Better short period 

B. No difference . _ 

C. Better longer period 
Had sufficient study time 

A. No 
B. 
C. 



Some trouble 
Yes 



Class length preferred 
A. l hour 
B. 
C. 



No difference 
1 IfZ hours 



Able to work for money 

A. Lees 

B. No difference 

C More 

Had trouble contacting Instructo/ZCounseloi' 
A. Yes 
B Some 

C. No 
I like best 

A. 5. 

B. No difference 

C. 4-day 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 

P<9. 6. Forestry Programs Technical DIvlelon, 

percentege of A and C responeee. 



P 
E 

C 
E 
N 
T 
A 
O 
E 




^_ A RESPONSES 

(Favora 5-day 
week) 

----- C RESPONSES 
(Favors 4-day 
week) 

SEE NOTE BELOW 



5 6 
ITEM NUMBER 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 



i. 

4. 
6. 



ERIC 



1. Had trouble scheduling coureea; A. Yes C. No 
Z, Was able to attend campus functions: A. No C. Yes 
Was unable to take part In student actlvltlesj A. Could 
not participate C. No problem 

Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C. No 
Classroom activities were: A. Better short period 
C. Better longer period 

6. Had sufficient study time: A. No C. Yes 

7. Class length preferred! A. 1 hour C. 1 1/2 hours 

8. Able to work for money: A. Less C. More 

9. Had trouble conUctlng Instructor /counselor: A. Yes 
C. No 

10. I like best: A. 5-day C. 4-day 

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is 
critical of the 4-day week. B response is always the In- 
between response and Is not plotted here. The C response 
always favors the 4 -day week. 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 



TAIU.T.- H. K OUESTRY PROGRAMS TECHNICAL DIVISION 



I. 



2. 



10. 



SURVEY ITEM 

Had trouble scheduling couraes 
A. Yea 
B Some 

C.No 

Was able to attend campus functions 
A. No 
B. 
C. 



Some 
Yes 



Was unable to take part In student activities 
A Could not participate 

B. Some trouble _ 

C. No problem _^ 

Inatructora had trouble adapting material 

A Yes 
B. 
C. 



Some 
No 




Classroom activities were 

A. Better short period 

B. No difference 

C. Better longer period 
Had sufficient study time 

A. No 

B. Some troubl 

C. Yes 

Class length preferred 

A. 1 hour 
B. 
C. 



No difference 
1 1/2 hours 



Able to work for money 
A. Less 
B. 

C 



No difference 
More 



Had trouble contacting Instructor /Counselo 

A. Yes 

B Some 

C. No 
I like best"" 

A. 5-d) 

B. No difference 

C. 4-day 



FRIC 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 

I'Mk. 7. Golf and Landscape Programs Technical DlvlBlon, percentage 

of A and C responses. 




A RESPONSES 
(Favors 5 -day 
week) 

C RESPONSES 
(Favors 4 -day 
week) 



SEE NOTE BELOW 



3 4 5 6 7 8 
ITEM NUMBER 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 

1. Had trouble scheduling courses; A, Yes C, No 

2. Was able to attend campus functions: A. No C. Yes 
1. Was unable to take part in student activities: A. Could 

not participate C. No problem 

4. Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C. No 

5. Classroom activities were: A. Better short period 
C. Better longer period 

6. Had sufficient study time: A. No C. Yes 

7. Class length preferred: A. l hour C. 1 1/2 hours 
a. Able to work for money: A. Less C. More 

9. Had trouble conUctIng Instructor/counselor: A. Yes 
C. No 

10. I like best: A. 5-day C. 4-day 

Note: The A response always favors the 5 -day week or is 
critical of the 4-day week. B response is always the in- 
between response and Is not plotted here. Th« C response 
always favors the 4-day week. 

24 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEC4E 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 

TAULE 9s CiOLF A^n LANDSCAPE PROGRAMS TECHNICAL DIVISI ON 



1. 



2. 



10. 



SURVEY ITEM 



Had trouble scheduling courses 

A. Yes 

B Some 

Was able to attend campus functions 
A. No 
B. 
C. 



Some 
Yes 



Was unable to take part in student activities 
A Could not participate _ 
B. Some trouble ~ 
No problem 



C. 



Instructors had trouble adapting material 
A Yes 
B. 
C. 



Some 
No 



5-day 




Classroom activities were 

A. Better short period 

B. No difference 

C. Better longer period 
Had sufficient study time 

A. No 
B, 
C. 



Some trouble 
Yes 



Class length preferred 
A. 1 hour 
B. 
C. 



No difference 
1 1/2 hours 



Able to work for money 
A. Less 
B. 

C 



No difference 
More 



Had trouble contacting instructojf/Couna 
A. Yes 
B Some 
C, No 
I like best 
A. 
B. 
C. 



No difference 
4 -day 
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p 

E 
R 
C 
E 
N 
T 
A 
G 
E 



LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR -DAY WEEK 

P^S. 8. Nurslno Program Technical Division, 
percentage of A and c rftftponsts. 




A RESPONSES 
(Favors 5-day 
week) 



C RESPONSES 
(Favors 4 -day 
week) 



SEE NOTE BELOW 



ITEM NUMBER 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 



1. 
2. 

4. 
5. 



Had trouble scheduling courses: A. Yes C. No 
Was able to attend campus functions: A, No C. Yes 
Waa unable to take part In student activities: A. Could 
not participate C. No problem 

Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C. No 



Better short period 



6. 

7. 
8. 
9. 



Classroom activities were: A. 
C. Better longer period 
Had sufficient study time: A. No C. Yes 
Class length preferred: A. 1 hour C. 1 1/2 hours 
Able to work for money: A. Less C. More 
Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor: A. Yes 
C. No 

10, 1 like bestj A. 5-day C. 4-day 

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is 
critical of the 4-day week. B response is always the in- 
between response and is not plotted here. The C response 
always favors the 4-day week. 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 

TAHLE IQ. NURSING PROGRAM TECHNICAL DIVISION 



SURVEY ITEM 



1. 



2. 



8. 



10. 



Had trouble scheduling courses 
A. Yes 
B 
C 



Some 
No 



Was able to attend campus /unctions 
A. No " 
B. 
C. 



Some 
Yes 



Was unable to take part in student activities 
A Could not participate 

B. Some trouble 

C. No problem ^ 
Instructors had trouble adapting material 

A Yes 
B. 
C. 



Some 
No 



• day 




Classroom activities were 

A. Better short period 

B. No difference \_ 

C. Better longer period 
Had sufficient study time 

A. No 
B. 
C. 



Some trouble 
Yes 



Class Length preferred 
A. i hour 
B. 
C. 



No difference 
1 1/2 hours 



Able to work for money 
A. Less 
B. 

C 



No difference 
More 



Had trouble contacting instructor /Counseloi 
A. Yes 
B Some 
C. No 
I like best 
A. 5 
B. 
C. 



No difference 
4-day 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 

Ftg. 9. Park MenaQement Program Tochnlcal OlvUton, 
P*rc«ntag« of A and C reaponsee. 




day 



-day 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 



1. Had trouble scheduling courses: A. Yes C. No 

2. Was able to attend campus functions: A. No C. Yes 

3. Was unable to take part In student activities: A. Could 
not participate C. No problem 

4. Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C. No 

5. Classroom activities were; A. Better short period 
C. Better longer period 

6. Had sufficient study time: A. No C. Yes 

7. Class length preferred; A. 1 hour C. 1 1/2 hours 

8. Able to work for money: A. Less C. More 

9. Had trouble conUcttng Instructor/counselor: A. Yes 
C. No 

10. I like best? A. 5-day C. 4-day 

Note: 'Ihe A response always favors the 5-day week or Is 
critical of the 4-day week. B response Is always the In- 
between response and is not plotted here. The C response 
always favors the 4-day week. 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 

ILAIU^ UL.. J'AUK MANAGEMENT l^RQGRAM TKC MNTCAr. nrVfaTQ]^ 



SURVEY ITEM 


RESi 


~~ — ~ 

jONSES 




OA 
/o 


Tote l No. 


1. Had trouble scheduling courses 




i{( jfe )^ ){( 




A. Yes 


/ 






H Some 


J 




C No 


. .7 






2, Was able to attend campus functions 




>l< ^ ^ % 




A. No 




i /k. /I 
*<c/* U 


>< 


n. Some 


V 




C. Yes 


, T 






3. Waa unable to take part In student activities 
A Could not participate 




~ ~ *T* nr 




X 




><: 


B. Some trouble 


/ 




C. No problem 






4, Instructors had trouble adapting material 
A Yes 


nT ~ TP 


]fe ]lf ^ >V ^ 

v ^ TT nn ^ 


15 


/ 






Some 






C. No 


/ 




5 Classroom activities were 






— ^ 


A, Better short period 


</ 


ft J i J 




B. No difference 


b 




C, Better longer period 


i 
1 


v\ / 


6. Had sufficient study time 




)(( sfe )^ )(( 


^ 


A, No 


f 


4 7 

* / 




B. Some trouble 


0 ^ 




C. Yea 


L 




7. Class length preferred 




)}( ^ 3}( )^ 




A. I hour 








B, No difference 






C* 1 1/2 hours 






H. Able lo work for money 


~ 1^ r* 1^ 


4c )k )j( 9k 

"T* TT nr 'n 




A. Less 


/ 


_ 6'./ 




B, No difference 






C More 






Had trouble contacting instructor /Counseloi 
A. Yes 


**** 


***** 




J? 






B Some 




Zi' 7 


C. No 






10* I like best 




***** 




A, 5-day 








B. No difference 




X0^0\ 


C, 4-day 




4'^' 0 1 
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LAKKCITY COMMUNITY COLLEGK 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 



TABLE .\P.f POLICE SCIENCE A ND COR KKCT JONS PR 00 HAMS TECHNICAL DIVISION 





HESI 


'.ONSES 


No. 


% 


Total N(». 


I. iiaa trouble acheduling courses 




❖ + * 4f 




A . Y 






^ 


n oOtnn 


/ ■ 




C. • No 


0 




was able to attend campus functions 








A . iNo 


/ 






n. oonie 


<? 






C. Yes 


0 




>• was unaoie to take part m student activities 
A Could not. participate 


***** 


***** 


1 








i»« oonie trouDie 


0 




V. . IN o [)roDieni 


/ 




inHiruciors naa trouble adapting tnaterial 
A Yes 


***** 


>!< * * * 


^ / , 


0 






|j* oonne 


0 J 




C « IN O 


/ 




b C>la88rooni actwities were 


***** 


****3^ 




A. Better short period 


/ 






l> . No Qiflerence 


0 




C. Better longer period 


0 




b. Had sufHclent study time 


***** 


***** 




A . IN O 


/ 






H. Su!ue trouble 


0 . 


, 


• Yes 


0 




7. ClasB length preferred 


***** 


>{(:(^ )Jc $!ic * 


/ 


A. 1 hour 


/ 






iK No duterence 


0 




. \ ] 1 1 hours 


a- 




o. Able U> work for money 




* * * > 


1 


A 1 

A. Less 








B. No difference 


/ 




O More 


0 




V. Had trouble contacting Instructor /Counselor 
A . Y es 




***** 

^ 1* 


/ 


0 




^^^^ ^ 


M Suine 


b 




C. No 


/■ 




10. I Uko beat 


>|c jj; sj^ 5}< 


r^f**** 




A. S-flay 


, ./ . 






U. No difference 






C. 4 -day 




.---1 





LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 



'[•ABLE 15. TIMBER HARVESTING PROGRAM TECHNICAL DIVISION 



SURVEY ITEM 



No. 



RESPONSES 



Total No. 



1. Had trouble scheduling courses 
•A. Yes 

B Some 

C. No 



)Jt 3^ 



2» Was able to attend campus functions 
A. No 




***** 



***** 



B. Some 

C, Yes 




3, Was unable to take part In student activities 

A Could not participate 

B, Some trouble 

C. No problem _ 

4. Instructors had trouble adapting material 

A Yes 

B. Some 

C. No 

5 Classroom activities were 

A. Better short period 

B. No difference 




***** 



***** 




***** 



***** 



C. Better longer period 
6. Had sufficient study time 
A. 



JCL 




9^)Ql*** 



***** 



No 



B, Some trouble 

C. Yes 




7. Class length preferred 

A. 1 hour 

B. No difference 

C. 11/2 hours 



***** 



***** 




8. Able to work for money 

A. Less 

B» No difference 

C More 

9. Had trouble contacting Instructot /Counselo 

A. Yes 
B Some 
C. No 
I like best 
A. 



#*** 



***** 



0 



10. 




***** 



b-day 



B. No difference 

C. 4-day 
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VI 



STUDENT EVALUATION TECHNICAL PROGRAMS 
CLOCK-HOUR 



Fig. 10, Clock-hour Programs Total« TechnlcBl Dlvl6fon, 
percentage of A and C responaes. 



90 
80 
70 
60 
50 
40 
30 
10 
10 



V 

\ 

\ 

\ 



I 

f \ 

V 




\ 



' ' 1 " 



7 



"fl 

/ 



A RESPONSES 
(Favors 5-day 
week) 

C RESPONSES 
(Favors 4 -day 
week) 



SEE NOTE BELOW 



ITEM NUMBER 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 

1, Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yea C. No 

2. Was able to attend campus functions: A, No C. Yes 
Wa.s unable to take part In student activities: A. Could 
not participate C. No problem 

4. Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C. No 

5. Classroom activities were; A. Better short period 
C. Better longer period 

6. Had su/ficlent study time: A. No C, Yes 

7. Class length preferred: A. 1 hour C. 1 1/2 hours 

8. Able to work for money: A. Less C. More 

9. Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor: A. Yes 
C. No 

10. I like best: A. 5-day C. 4-day 

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week ot U 
critical of the 4-day week. B response is'always the in- 
between response and is not plotted here. The C response 
always favors the 4 -day week. 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 

TABLE HfCLOCK HOUR PROGRAMS TOTALS TECHNICAL DIVISION 



1. 



3. 



4. 



6. 



7. 



9. 



10. 



SURVEY ITEM 



Had trouble scKedullng courses 

A. Yea 

B Some 

CNo 

Was able to attend campus functions 
A. No 
B. 
C. 



Some 
Yes 



Was unable to take part in student activities 
A Could not participate 
B. Some trouble ~ 
No problem 



C. 



Class length preferred 
A. 1 hour 
B. 
C. 



■ day- 




Instructors had trouble adapting material 
A Yes 

B. Some 

C. No 

Classroom activities were 

A. Better short period 

B. No difference ~ 

C. Better longer period 
Had sufficient study time 

A. No 
B. 
C. 



Some trouble 
Yes 



No difference 
1 1/E hours 



Able to work for money 

A. Less 

B. No difference 
C Mo r e _ 

Had trouble contacting ihstructor/Couns 
A. Yes 
B Some 

C. No 
I like best 

A, 5 
B. 
C, 



No difference 
4 -day 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OK FOUR-DAY WEEK 

F<9. II. Auto-Body Program Technical Division, 

percentage of A and C responses. 



90 
80 
70 
60 
50 
40 
30 
20 



10 



TIC 



\ 



/ 




A 

\ 

V 



■i 



\ 

\ 

\ 



( 

I 

/ 
f 

r 



t 



2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
ITEM NUMBER 



9 10 



A RESPONSES 
(Favors 5-day 
week) 

C RESPONSES 
(Favors 4-day 
week) 



SEE NOTE BELOW 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 



1. Had trouble scheduling courses! A. Yes C. No 

2. Was able to attend campus /unctions: A. No C. Yes 
K Was unable to take part in student activities! A. Could 

not participate C. No problem 

4. Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C. No 

5. Classroom activities were; A. Bettor short period 
C Better longer period 

6. Had sufficient study time: A. No C. Yes 

7. Class length preferred: A. 1 hour C. 11/2 hours 

8. Able to work for money; A. Less C. More 

9. Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor: A. Yes 

C. No 

10. I like best: A. 5-day C. 4-day 

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is 
critical of the 4-day week. B response is always the in- 
between response and Is not plotted here, The C response 
always favors the 4-day week. 
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STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 
TABLE IS.AUTO-BODY PROGRAM TECHNICAL DIVISION 



SURVEY ITiriM 


RESF 


ONSES 


No. 


% 


1 O la i IN 0 1 






)j( jfc )j( •ijt 3^1 




A V Ad 










0 




C Ma 




loo 


2, Was able to attend campus functions 








A ISJ A 


J 




,., 


£!• oomc 






v> • X 6S 






3. Was unable to take part In student activities 

A C^AiiIrl nnf nA f*f 1 ^{ 




>((>(< i|it4i 




0 


d 






1 






M 




^* inocrucvorD naQ vrouDio aaapiin^ mawGrisii 
A V A o 




))t 9^ 1^ )f( 


^-J-Ar 


<;> 






X3 • oom e 


0 








lot) 


3 v^iassroom aciiviiies were 


***** 


***** 




i\* ociter snore periou 


0 




^ . .^.V?^, 


J3« ISO aiiierence 


3 




v>« i3eiter longer periou 




75. (? 


o« iiaci DUiiicienv svuuy cime 


***** 






A Ma 


t 








0 




• Yes 


-fr- 


T/.7 


ft v^iass ien{|[tn preterreo 




***** 


. ..V.-7>, 


/> 1 1 liour 




If'.? 




Xk NI /\ 1 f f A«* AM 1^ A 

ij • i\ o QiicejTonve 




53.3 


* i I f ^ nours 






8. Able to work for money 




***** 




A» L»ess 


0 


c 




D. ISO dtnereuce 


I V 




><';^ 


More 




i ^ 7 i . ■ 1. 


7, riau trouDie contacting instructor/ v.-»oun8eiOi| 
/\ • X es 








0 






t> oOmc 


0 


5 








)0. I like beat 








A. 5-day 


0 






B. No difference 


1 




C. 4-day 


n 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 

Fig. If?, Automotive f^echflnlcs Program Technical Division, 
percentege of A and C reaponsea. 
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I 

i: 



5 6 
ITEM NUMBER 



A RESPONSES 
(Favors 5 -day 
week) 

C RESPONSES 
(Favors 4-day 
week) 



SEE NOTE BELOW 



10 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 

1. Had trouble scheduling courses: A. Yea C. No 

2. Was able to attend campua functions: A. No C. Yes 
Was unable to l^ke part In student activities: A. Could 
not participate C. No problem 

4. Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C. No 

5. Classroom activities were: A. Better short period 
C. Better longer period 

6. Had sufficient study lime: A. No C. Yes 

7. Class length preferred: A. 1 hour C. 11/2 hours 
«. Able to work for money; A. Less C. More 

9. Had trouble conUctlng Instructor/counselor: A. Yes 
C. No 

10. I like best; A. 5-day C. 4-day 

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is 
critical of the 4-day week. B response is always the in- 
between response and is not plotted here. The C response 
always favors the 4-day week. 



erJc 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 

TABLE 16. AUTOMOTIVE MECHANICS PROGRAM TECHNICAL DIVISION 



SURVEY ITEM 


RESP 


ONSES 


No. 


% 


Total No. 


!• Hftd trouble AchAdulinti courses 


***** 


***** 




A. Yea 




d 




B Some 




0 


C. • No 






2ft WaA &ble to attend c&moua fanctlotis 


***** 


***** 




A. No 


0 


0 




B. Some 


X 




C. Yea 


ll 




3* Waa unabli to take part in atudent actlvitlea 
A Could not participate 




***** 






0 




B. Some trouble 


/ 




C. No problem 






4. Inatructora had trouble adapting material 
A Yes 


***** 


***** 


._t3 ^ 




0 




Some 


I 




C« No 




^x>s 


S Claaaroom a'^^tlvltles were 


3^ )^ 3^ ^ 


***** 




A. Better ahort oeriod 


0 


0 




B> No diffurftZiCA 


1 


1.7 


C« Better longer period 






6. Had Bufficient studv time 


3^t 1^ )^ ^ 


* * * * 




A. No 


0 


0 




B» Some trouble 


0 


0 


C» Yes 




m 


7. Claas lenBth preferred 




***** 


. /3 


A- 1 hour 


Q 


d 




B. No difference 


ll 




C. 1 1/2 houra 


X 




R. Ablp to work for n'ioriAV 


***** 


***** 




A I^Afl fl 




0 




No dlf f Ai^i^Ti^ A 


3 


X3>1 


C MorA 






9* Had tfouble r*ok\tActlni? inatriicto^/Courifi aIoi 
A. Yes 


*f*** 


***** 




0 


0 




B Some 


0 




C. No 






10. I like best 


***** 


***** 




A. 5 -day 




0 




B. No difference 


c 




C. 4-day 


13 


100 
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i>iUU£Nl iiVALUA'liUN Uif i?UUK-UAY WiS-l!.rv 

Fio^ I3t Avli^tlon Mechanics Program TechnJcfll Olvlaloni 
percentnge of A find G reepontes. 




A RESPONSES 

{Favort 5-day 
week) 

C RESPONSES 

(Favors 4 -day 
week) 

SEE NOTE BELOW 



5 6 7 
ITEM NUMBER 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 



K Had trouble scheduling courses: A« Yes C« No 

2. Was able to attend campus functions: A. No C* Yes 

3. Wan unable to take part In student activities: A* Could 
not participate C. No problem 

4. Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C. No 
3« Classroom activities were: A, Better short period 

C. Better longer period 

Had sufficient study time: A. No C. Yes 

7. Class length preferred: A. 1 hour C. 11/2 hours 

8. Able to work for money: A. Less C» More 

9« Had trouble contacting Instructor /counselor: Ai Yes 
C. No 

10. 1 like best: A. S-day G» 4-day 

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is 
critical of the 4-.day week. B response is always the in-- 
between response and is not plotted herei The C response 
always favors the 4-day week. 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 



TABI.K ^7. AVIATION MECHANICS PROGRAM TECHNICAL DIVISION 



SURVEY ITEM 


RESP 


ONoEb 


IS 0« 


. /t.,„ 


Total No. 


1. Hftd trouble schedulinA courses 


~ " ~ T 


^ T T ▼ 




A. Y«6 


0 


c 




B Somo 


0 




C.No 


.7.3r... 




2» Waa able to attend campua (unctions 


~ ~ ~ 


^ T nT-^ 




A. No 






Cf. -pj^ 


B. Some 






C» Yes 


— Z — 




3« Was unable to take part In student activities 
A Could not partlcloate 


1" T" ~ 1^ 


T ^ ^ ^ 




i**i2 — 


hL. — ^ 




B. Some trouble 




J?. ^ 

9 * •'J 


C> No problem 






4i Instructors had trouble adapting material 
A Yes 


W ¥ ¥ T 


X X X X X 

1* tT " T 


—Zi: ^ 


A 
U 


A 




B* Some 


1 




C» No 


..// . - 




5 Classroom activities weie 


^ ~ ^ T 


^^^^^ 


^ 


A« Better short period 




A 




B. No difference 


6, 




C« Better lonser period 






6. Had sufficient stud? time 




T T* T ™ 




A. No 


..,/ 






B« Some trouble 






Yes 


a 

,7, . 




7. Class length preferred 


XXX X X 
▼ ▼ T ▼ ▼ 


~ " ~ TP T 




A* 1 hour 


/I 


A 




B* No difference 






C. 11/2 hours 


^ 


.,.Q.W . 


8* Able to work for money 


In ▼ ^ *n 


™ *^ T" 




A* Less 


/l 


A 

. ,0 




B« No difference 


7 . 


Z ^ A 


C More 


—4c — 




9* Had trouble contacting lnstructo)^/Counselo:j 
A. Yes 


#*♦* 












B Some 






C. No 








10. I like best 




3^ 3^ 3^ 3^ ^jc 




A. 5-day 


0 






B» No difference 


0 


. C> . 




C. 4-day 


// 
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Flg« 14, Coemetology Program Technlc^^l Division, 
percentage of A and C reaponieat 




A RESPONSES 

(Favor a 5 -day 
week) 

C RESPONSES 

(Favors 4 -day 
week) 

SEE NOTE BELOW 



ITEM NUMBER 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 

1, Had troubU scheduling courses: A, Yes C. No 

Z. Was JibU to attend campus functions: A, No C« Yes 

3. Was unable to take part In student activities: A. Could 
not participate C, No problem 

4. Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C. No 

5. Classroom activities were: A. Better short period 
C. Better longer period 

6« Had sufficient study time: A. No C. Yes 

7. Class length preferred: A. 1 hour C» 11/2 hours 

8. Abie to work for moneys A. Less C. More 

9# Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor: A. Yes 
C. No 

10* 1 like beets A. S-day C, 4-day 

Note: The A response always favors the 5 -day week or is 
critical of the 4-.day week. B response is always the in- 
between response and is not plotted here. The C response 
always favors the 4 -day week, 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR -DAY WEEK 



JpABLE 18. COSMETOLOGY PROGRAM TECHNICAL DIVISION 



SURVEY ITEM 



RESPONSES 




I. 



2. 



3. 



4. 



Hud troubU scheduling courses 

A. Yea 

B Some 

C. No 



Was able to attend campus functions 

A. No 

B. Some . 
C. 



Yes 



Was unable to take part in student activities 
A Could not participate 

B. Some trouble 

C. No problem 

Instructors had trouble adapting material 

A Yes 
B. 
C. 



6. 



7. 



8. 



9. 



10. 



Some 
No 



Classroom activities were 

A. Better short period 

B. No difference 

C. Better longer period 
Had sufficient study time 

A. No 

B. Some trouble 

C. Yes 
Class length preferred 

A. 1 hour 
B. 
C. 

Able to work for money 
A. Less 
B. 

C 



No difference 
1 1/2 hours 



No difference 
More 



Had trouble contacting instructor /Counselo:^ 

A. Yes 

B Some 

C. No 
I like best 

A. 5- 

B. No difference 

C. 4-ddy 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 

FI9. 15. Welding Program Technlcisl Division, 
percentage of h ind C resipontee. 
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^ t. 
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12 3 ^ 


f ! 






r 8 


9 10 



A RESPONSES 

(Favot» 5 -day 
week) 

C RESPONSES 

(Favors 4 -day 
week) 

SEE NOTE BELOW 



ITEM NUMBER 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 



1. Had trouble scheduling courses: A, Yes C. No 

2. Was able to attend campus functions; A, No €» Yes 
3« Was unable to take part in student activities: A* Could 

not participate C. No problem 
4* Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C. No 
5* Classroom activities were: A* Better short period 

C. Batter longer period 
6« Had sufficient study timet A» No C. Yes 
?• Class length preferred: A. 1 hour C. 11/2 hours 
8» Able to work for money: A> Less C. More 

9. Had trouble contacting instructor/coimoelcr: A. Yes 
C. No 

10, I like best: A» 5-day C. 4-day 

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is 
critical of the 4-day week. B response is always the in- 
between response and is not plotted herei The C response 
always favors the 4rday week. 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 

TABLE 19. WELDING PROGRAM TECH NICAL DIVTSIQN 



SURVEY ITEM 


RESF 


jONSES- 


No. 


% 


Total No. 


1* H&d troubU scheduling courses 




***** 




A* Yes 


0 


d, 




B Some 


0 




C^.No 


H 




2* Was &blt to attend campus functions 




***** 




A, No 




0 




B« Some 


Q 




C, Yes 




loo 


3. Was unable to take part In student activities 
A Could not participate 


***** 


■)(.**** 




0 


d 1 




B. Some trouble 


0 




C. No problem 






4« Instructors had trouble adapting material 
A Yes 


***** 






0 , 


0 




B« Some 


d 




C. No 


\^ 


100 


5 Classroom activities were 


^ )^ )(l 3^ 


***** 




A, Better short period 




0 




B« No difference 


% 




C. Better longer period 






6« Had sufficient dtudy time 


^ )(l 8^1 )^ l(l 


***** 




A. No 


0 


0 




B, Some trouble 


0 


0 


C. Yes 




106 


?• Class length preferred 


***** 


***** 




A* 1 hour 


0 


0 




B* No difference 


4 




C, 11/2 hours 






8, Able to work for money 


***** 


***** 




A. Less 


0 


0 




B» No difference 


2- 




C More 






9. Had trouble contacting instructor /Counselor 
A. Yes 


1**** 


***** 




0 


e> 




B Some 


0 




C. No 






10. I like best 


***** 






A, 5-day 


c 






B. No difference 


1 




C, 4-day 
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VII 

STUDENT EVALUATION WORK-STUDY STUDENTS 



51UU1j;N1 JUVAljUAilUN Ut' iUUU-UAY tit^iS 

Fig. 16. WORK STUDV STUDENTS TOTAL TCCHfyiCAL AND TRANSFER DTWISIDPJS, 

PERCENTARE OF A AND C RESPONSES 




A RESPONSES 
(Favors 5 -day 
week) 

. C RESPONSES 
(Favors 4-day 
week) 



SEE NOTE BELOW 



3 4 5 6 7 
ITEM NUMBER 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 



1. 
3. 

5. 



Had trouble scheduling courses: A. Yes C« No 

Was able to attend campus functions: A» No C. Yes 

Was unable to take part In student activities} A. Could 
not participate C. No problem 

Instructors had trouble adapting material; A Yea C* No 



Classroom activities were: A. Better short period 
C« Better longer period 

6, Had sufficient study time: A. No C« Yes 

7. Class length preferred: A. 1 hour C. 11/2 hours 
B. Able to work for money: A» Less C. More 

9. Had trouble contacting Instructor /counselor: A« Yes 
C. No 

10. I like best: A* 5-day C. 4-day 

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is 
critical of the 4-day week. B response is always the in- 
between response and is not plotted here* The C response 
always favors the 4-day week* 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OK FOUR- DAY WEEK 



TABLE 20. WORK 3TUQV STUO gNTS TOTAL TECHNICAL AND TRAN8rER DIV ISIONS 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR -DAY WEEK 

17. Semester Hour Students On Work-study Progrimt 

Ttchnlcal Division, percentage of A and C responses. 




A RESPONSES 
(Favors S-day 
week) 

C RESPONSES 
(Favors 4-day 
week) 



- SEE NOTE BELOW 



ITEM NUMBER 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 



1. 
2. 
). 



Had trouble scheduling courses: A. Yes C. No 
Was able to attend campus functionst A. No C. Yes 
Was unable to take part In student activities: A. Could 
not participate C. No problem 

Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C. No 
Classroom activities were: A. Better short period 
C. Better longer period 
Had sufficient itudy time: A, No C. Yes 
Class length preferred: A. 1 hour C. 1 1/2 hours 
Able to work for money: A. Leas C. More 
Had trouble conUctlng Instructor/counselor: A. Yes 
C. No 

10, I like best; A. 5-day C. 4-day 



4. 
5. 

6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 



Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or Is 
critical of the 4-day week. B response is always the In- 
between response and is not plotted here. The C response 
always favors the 4-day week. 
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LAKK CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
TABLE 21. STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 

SEMEOTER HOUR STUDENTS ON bJORK-STUDY PROQRAIIS (ITEM C) TECHNinAL DIV/ISIQN 



SURVEY ITEM 



1. 



2. 



10. 



Hftd troubl« scheduling couraes 

A. Yea 

B 
C. 



Somo 
No 



Whs abl« to attend campus functions 
A. No 
B. 
C. 



Some 
Yes 



Was unable to take part In student activities 
A Could not participate 
B. Some trouble 
C. 



No problem 



Instructors had trouble adapting material 

A Yes 

B. 
C. 



Some 
No 




Classroom activities were 

A. Better short period 

B. No difference 

C. Better longer period _^ 
Had sufficient study time ~" 

A. No 
B. 
C. 



Some trouble 
Yes 



Class length preferred 
A. 1 hour 
B. 
C. 



No difference 
1 1/2 hours 



Able to work for money 
A. Less 
B. 
C 



No difference 
More 



Had trouble contacting Instructor /Counsel© 

A. Yes 

B Some 

C. No 
I like best 

A. 5 

B. No difference 

C. 4<day 



ERIC 
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STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 
Fig. 18* CLOCK-HOUR STUDENTS ON UORK-STUOY PRaGRAr4S (ITEM C) TECHNICAL DIVISION 

PERCENTAGE OF A AMD D RESPONSES. 




A RESPONSES 
(Favors 5-clay 
week) 

^ C RESPONSES 
(Favors 4-day 
week) 



SEE NOTE BELOW 



ITEM NUMBER 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 



1. 
2. 
3. 

4. 
5. 



Had trouble scheduling courses: A» Yes C. No 
Was able to attend campus functions^ A« No Ct Yes 
Was unable to take part in student actlvltiest A* Could 
not participate C. No problem 

Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C. No 



Classroom activities were: A« Better short period 
C* Better longer period 
6« Had sufficient study timet A« No C. Yes 
7» Class length preferred: A. 1 hour C« 1 1/2 hours 
8. Able to work for money: A. Less C* More 
9i Had trouble contacting Instructor /counselor: A. Yes 
C. No 

10. I like best! A. 5-day C» 4-day 

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is 
critical of the 4<*day week. B response is always the in- 
between response and Is not plotted here. The C response 
always favors the 4-day week. 



SO 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
TABLE 22. ^"^"^^T EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 

CLon K-Houn students m uqrh-studv programs (item c) technical D i\/rsinpj 



SURVEY ITEM 



1. 



2. 



3. 



4. 



6. 



7. 



8. 



9. 



10. 



Had trouble scheduling courses 
A. Yes 
B 
C. 



Some 
No 



Was able to attend campus functions 

A. No 

B. Some 

C. Yes 

Was unable to take part In student activities 

A Could not participate _ 
B. Some trouble ~ 
C- No problem 
Instructors had trouble adapting material 
A Yes 
B. 
C. 



Some 
No 



•day 




Classroom activities were 

A. Better short period 

B. No difference 

C. Better longer period 
Had sufficient study time 

A. No 
B. 
C. 



Some trouble 
Yes 



Class length preferred 

A. 1 hour _ 

B. No dlffe7ence 

C. 1 1/2 hours 

Able to work for money 

A. Less 
B. 
C 



No difference 
More 



Had trouble contacting Instructor/Counseio 
A. Yes 
B Some 
C. No 
I like best 
A. 5 
B. 
C. 



No difference 
4-day 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR -DAY WEEK 

Fig. 19. Students On Work-study Programs Transfer Division, 
percents-ge. of A and C responses. 




A RESPONSES 

(Favors 5 -day 
week) 

C RESPONSES 

(Favors 4 -day 
week) 

SEE NOTE BELOW 



ITEM NUMBER 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 



1. 
2. 
3. 

4. 
5. 



:RJC 



Had trouble scheduling courses: A. Yes C. No 
Was able to attend campus functions: A. No C. Yes 
Was unable to take part in student activities: A. Could 
not participate C. No problem 

Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C. No 



A. Better short period 



Classroom activities were: 
C, Better longer period 
Had sufficient study time: A. No C. Yes 
Class length preferred: A. 1 hour C. 11/2 hours 
Able to work for money: A. Less C. More 
Had trouble conUcttng instructor/counftelors A. Yes 
C. No 

10. I like beet: A. 5-day C. 4-day 



6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 



Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is 
critical of the 4-day week. B response is always the in- 
between response and Is not plotted here, The C response 
always favors the 4 -day week. 

52 



LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 



TABLE 23. 3TU0ENT3 D N WORK-STUDY PROGRAMS ( I TEH C) TRANSFER DIVISIO N 

' ' ' ' ■■■■I ■ III ■ ■ I I I II < ■ I III ■ it, I » I I ■ I ■ — 



SURVEY ITEM 


RESP 


ONSES 


No. 


% 


Total No. 


I, Hiid trouble flch«duUnK courses 




***** 


410 


A. Y«8 


J 






B Som 6 






C. • No 




^r.o_. 


2. Was able to attend campus functions 


^ ))t jj( 


>]( >S( )J( 




A. No 


AO 




X 


B. Soma 






C. Yes 


.,/«> 




3* Was unable to take part in student activities 
A Could not oartlcipate 














B. Some trouble 






C. No problem 


, 




4, Instructors had trouble adapting material 
A Yes 




)j( 9^ ^ jj( 










B« Some 


// 




C» No 


/? 


^'^ j . 


S Classroom activities were 


***** 






A« Better short period 


n 






Bt No difference 






C. Better lonfter period 






6. Had sufficient studv time 




***** 




A. No 








B. Some trouble 


n 


..Mil.. 


C, Yes 




. . 


7t Class length preferred 


^^^^^ 


***** 




A* 1 hour 








B« No difference 






Ct 1 1/2 hours 




//,/' 


8. Able to work for money 


♦♦♦** 


***** 




A k LtfiS s 


/s- 






B. No difference 


AO 






C More 






9. Had trouble contacting InBtructof/Counseloi 
A. Yea 


Ik*** 


***** 










B Some 






C. No 




sx / 


10. I like best 




***** 




A. 5-day 








B. No difference 






C. 4-day 
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Vlll 

STUDENT EVALUATION STUDENTS THAT WORK 



LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR -DAY WEEK 

pig, 20. STUDENTS THAT WORK TOTAL TECHNinAL AND TnANSFER OIl/ISIQNS, 

PERCENTAGE OF A AND C RESPONSES ' 



P 

£ 
R 
C 
E 
N 
T 
A 
G 
E 




A RESPONSES 
(Favor* 5 -day 
week) 

C RESPONSES 
(Favor* 4-day 
week) 



SEE NOTE BELOW 



3 4 5 6 7 
ITEM NUMBER 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 



Had trouble scheduling coursesi A. Yea C. No 
Was able to attend campus functions; A. No C. Yes 

Was unable to take part in student actlvltiest A. Could 
not participate C. No problem 

Instructors had trouble adapting materlali A Yes C. No 
Classroom activities were: A. Better short period 
C. Better longer period 
Had sufficient study times A. No C, Yes 
Class length preferred: A. 1 hour C. I 1/2 hours 
Able to work for moneys A. Less C. More 
Had trouble contacting instructor/counselors A. Yes 
C. No 

10. I like best: A. 5-day C. 4-day 



1. 

2. 
3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 



Note! The A response always favors the 5-day week or Is 
critical of the 4-day week. B response Is always the In- 
between response and is not plotted here. The C response 
always favors the 4-dAy week. 



ERIC 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 



TABLE 24. STUDENTS THAT WOHK TOTAL TECHNICAL AND TRANSFER DIVISIONS 



1. 



2. 



3. 



4. 



6. 



7. 



8. 



10. 



SURVEY ITEM 



Had trouble scheduling courses 

A. Yes _______ 

B 
C. 



Some 
No 



Was able to attend campus /unctions 

A. No 

B. 
C. 



Some 
Yes 



Was unable to take part In student activities 
A Could not participate _ 
B. Some trouble "* 
No problem 



C. 




Instructors had trouble adapting material 
A Yes 

B. Some 

C. No , 

Classroom activities were 

A. Better short period 

B. No difference 

C. Better longer period 
Had sufficient study time 

A. No 
B. 
C. 



Some trouble 
Yes 



Class length preferred 
A. 1 hour 
B. 
C. 



No difference 
1 1/2 hours 



Able to work for money 
A. Less 
B. 

C 



No difference 
More 



Had trouble contacting instructot/Counaelo 

A. Yes 

B Some 

C. No 
I like best 

A. 5-day 

B. No difference 

C. 4-day 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR -DAY WEEK 

Ptg. 21, 8em»tt*r Hour Students Th*t Work Technical Olvfalon, 

percentege of A and C responses, 



P 

£ 
R 
C 
£ 
N 
T 
A 
G 
E 




A RESPONSES 

(Favors 5 -day 
week) 

C RESPONSES 

(Favors 4 -day 
week) 



- SEE NOTE BELOW 



3 4 5 6 
ITEM NUMBER 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 



1. 

2. 
3. 



Had trouble scheduling courses: A. Yes C. No 
Was able to attend campus functions: A. No C. Yes 
Was unable to take part In student actlvltlest A. Could 
not participate C. No problem 

Instructors had trouble adapting materiah A Yes C. No 
Classroom activities were: A. Better short period 
C. Better longer period 
Had sufficient study time: A. No C. Yes 
Class length preferred: A. 1 hour C. 1 1/2 hours 
Able to work for money: A. Less C. More 
Had trouble conUctlng instructor /counselor: A. Yes 
C, No 

10. I like best: A. 5-day C. 4-day 



4. 

5. 

6. 
7. 
6. 
9. 



Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is 
critical of the 4-day week. B response Is always the In- 
between response and Is not plotted here. The C response 
always favors the 4-day week. 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 
TABLE 25.. SEMRSTER HOUR STUDENTS THAT tJORK (ITEM 0) TECHNICnU Dl\;iSin(M 



SURVEY ITEM 


RESF 


ONSES 


No. 


% 


Total No. 


1» H%d ttouble schtduilng courses 




)j( jj( 3^ jjt jj( 




A. Yes 








B Some 






CNo 






2« Was able to attend cftmous functions 


^^^^^^^^^^ 


***** 




A. No 


. 9it 






B» Some 






C. Yes 






3« Waa unable to take part In student activities 
A Could not participate 


***** 


***** 






/9.y 


.-^^^ 


B« Some trouble 






C. No problem 






4. Instructors had trouble adapting material 
A Yes 




^ 3^8 jjt lj( 3^ 








^^/^ 


B« Some 






No 






5 Classroom activities were 




>l<4<i«<i«<4> 




A« Better short period 


33 






Be Mo difference 






C« Better longer period 






6« Had sufficient study time 


***** 


***** 




A. No 


/r 


/S,o 




B. Some trouble 




33 0 


C. Yes 




¥1.*> 


7« Class length preferred 


***** 


***** 




A« 1 hour 









B« No difference 






C, 11/2 hours 






8t Abie to work for money 


)Q( % s9( ]Q( 


***** 




A . Lfts s 


y? 


/^./ 




Ba No difference 












9t Had trouble contacting instructor/Counaeloi 
A. Yes 


m*** 


***** 




// ,. 


//./ 




B Some 






C. No 






10. I like best 




***** 




A. 5-day 








B. No difference 


1 /?> 




C. 4-day 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 

r«g, 28, Clock-hour Student* That Work Technical Division, 
percentage of A and c responeee. 



\ 



10- 




\ 



4 



1 



7 



^ 4 5 6 
ITEM NUMBER 



10 



A RESPONSES 
(Favor • 5 -day 
week) 

C RESPONSES 
(Favors 4-<day 
week) 



SEE NOTE BELOW 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 

1. Had trouble scheduling courses: A. Yes C. No 

2. Was able to attend campus functions: A. No C. Yes 

3. Was unable to take part In student activities: A. Could 
not participate C. No problem 

4. Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yea C. No 

5. Classroom activities were: A. Better short period 
C. Better longer period 

6. Had sufficient study time: A. No C. Yes 

7. Class length p referred: A. 1 hour C. 1 1/2 hours 

8. Able to work for money: A. Less C. More 

9. Had trouble contacting Instructor /counselor: A. Yes 
C. No 

10. I like best: A. 5-day C. 4-day 

Note: The A response always favors the 5 -day week or is 
critical of the 4-day week. B response is always the in- 
between response and is not plotted here. The C response 
always favors the 4-day week. 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 



TABLE 26. ClOCK-H PUR STUDENTS THAT IJORK (ITEM D) TECHNICflL OII/ISION 



SURVEY ITEM 




1. 



2. 



3. 



4. 



Kiid trouble scheduling couraes 
A. Yea _ 
B Some 

C.No _^ 

Was able to attend campus functlona 
A. No 
B. 
C. 



6. 



7. 



8. 



9. 



10. 



Some 
Yea 



Was unable to take part In student activities 
A Could not participate 
B. Some trouble 
G. No problem 
Instructors had trouble adapting material 
A Yea 
B. 
C. 



Some 
No 



Clatsroom activities were 

A. Better ahort period 

B. No difference 

C. Better longer period 
Had sufficient study time 

A. No 

B. Some trouble 

C. Yes 
Clasa length preferred 

A. 1 hour 
B. 
C. 



No difference 
1 1/2 hours 



Able to work for money 
A. Less 
B. 
C 



No difference 
More 



Had trouble contacting Instructot'/Counseloi 
A. Yes 
B Some 
C. No 
I like best 
A, 
B. 



5 -day 



No difference 
4 -day 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 

Fttf. 23. Students Th»t Work Transfer Oivteion, 
P«rcenta9fc of A and c responses. 




A RESPONSES 
(Favors 5 -day 
week) 

C RESPONSES 
(Favors 4 -day 
week) 



SEE NOTE BELOW 



ITEM NUMBER 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 



1. 
2. 

.). 



Had trouble scheduling courses: A. Yes C. No 
Was able to attend campus functions: A. No C. Yes 
Was unable to take part In student activities: A. Could 
not participate C. No problem 

Instructor, had trouble adapting material: A Yes C. No 
Classroom activities were: A. Better short period 
C. Better longer period 
Had sufficient study time: A. No C. Yes 
Class length preferred: A. I hour C. 1 1/2 hours 
Able to work for money: A. Less C. More 
Had trouble conUctlng instructor/counselor: A. Yes 
C. No 

10. I like best: A. 5-day C. 4-day 



4. 
5. 

6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 



Note: The A response always favors the 5.day week or is 
critical of the 4-day week. B response is always the in- 
between response and is not plotted here. The C response 
always favors the 4-day week. 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 



TABLE 27. STUDENTS THAT ttPRK (ITEM D) TRANSFER OIUISION 



I. 



2. 



3. 



4. 



SURVEY ITEM 



Had trouble schodullng courses 
A. Yes 

B Some 
C No 



Was able to attend campus functions 

A. No 

B. Some ^ 

C. Yes 



Was unable to take part in student activities 
A Could not participate 

B. Some trouble 

C. No problem 
Instructors had trouble adapting material 

A Yes 

B. Some . \ ■ , , 

C. No ' 



6. 



7. 



8. 



9. 



10. 




Classroom activities ^^ere 

A. Better short period 

B. No difference _^ 

C. Better longer period 
Had sufficient study time 

A. No 
B. 
C. 




Some trouble 
Yes 



Class length preferred 
A. 1 hour 
B. 
C. 



No difference 
11/2 hours 



Able to work for money 
A. Less 
B. 

C 



No difference 
More 



Had trouble contacting instructor /Counseloi 

A. Yes 

B Some 

C. No 
I like best 

A. 5-dj 

B. No difference 

C. 4 -day 



No. 



RESPONSES 



^ ^ sjt jji 




***** 



***** 




i2- 



4|( ** * 




***** 



*){(*** 



* * * * * 




***** 



Total No. 
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IX 

STUDENT EVALUATION WORK PLUS WORK-STUDY 



i 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 



Flq. atf-lilORK AND WORK STUDY STUDENTS TOTAL TECHNICAL AND TRANSFER OIVilSinNn, 



PERCENTAGE OF A AND C RESPONSES 




ITEM NUMBER KEY 

Ir Had troubU scheduling courses} A, Yes C. No 
2. Was able to attend campus functions; A« No C, Yes 
). Was unable to take part in student activities! A* Could 

not participate C« No problem 
4. Instructors had trouble adapting materials A Yea C< No 
S« Classroom activities weret A. Better short period 

C« Better longer period 
6« Had sufficient study times A. No C« Yes 
7« Claas length preferred; A« 1 hour C. 11/2 hours 
6> Able to work for moneyt Ai Less C» More 

9. Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor: A. Yes 
C* No 

10. I like best! A- 5-day C. 4-day 

Note: The A response always favors the 5-*day week or is 
critical of the 4*'day week. B response is always the in- 
between response and is not plotted here. The C response 
always favors the 4-*day week. 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR -DAY WEEK 

TABLE 28. 

*ORK ANQ^WQRK STilDV STiingNTft TOTAL TgHMK^lCAL AKp T^^A^^y^R ff^yi^lfiMfi 



SURVEY ITEM 



1. 



2. 



3. 



4. 



6. 



?. 



8. 



9. 



10, 



Had trouble scheduling courses 

A. Yea 

B 
C. 



Some 
No 



Waa able lo attend campus functions 
A. No ' 
B. 
C. 



Some 
Yes 



Was unable to take part In student activities 
A Could not participate 

B. Some trouble 

No problem 



C. 



Instructors had trouble adapting material 

A Yes 

B. Some _ " 

C. 



No 



Classroom activities were 

A. Better short period 

B. No difference 

C. Better longer period 
Had sufficient study time 

A. No 
B. 
C. 




Some trouble 
Yes 



Class length preferred 
A. I hour 
B. 
C. 



No difference 
1 1/2 hours 



Able to work for money 
A. Leas 
B. 

C 



No difference 
More 



Had trouble contacting Instructor /Counaeloi" 

A. Yes 

B Some 

C. No _ 
I like best"*" 

A. E 

B. No difference 

C. 4-day 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEC.E 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR -DAY WEEK 

25. 8«meit«r Hour Student* That Work Ptut Work-study Students 
Technical Olvlelon, percentage of A snd c reeponeee. 



P 

G 
R 
C 
E 
N 
T 
A 
G 
E 




A RESPONSES 

(Favors 5 "day 
week) 

C RESPONSES 

(Favore 4-day 
week) 

SEE NOTE BELOW 



3 4 5 6 7 
ITEM NUMBER 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 



1. 
2. 
3. 



Had trouble echeduUng coursess A. Yes C. No 
Was able to attend campus functions: A. No C. Yes 
Was unable to take part in student activities: A. Could 
not participate C. No problem 

Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C. No 
Classroom activities were: A. Better short period 
C. Better longer period 
Had sufficient study time: A. No C. Yes 
Class length preferred: A. 1 hour C. 11/2 hours 
Able to work for money: A. Less C. More 
Had trouble conUctlng instructor/counselor: A. Yes 
C. No 

10. I Uke best: A, 5-day C. 4-day 



4. 
5. 

6. 
7. 
8. 
9. 
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Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or Is 
critical of the 4-day week. B response is always the in- 
between response and is not plotted here. The C response 
always favors the 4-day week. 
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TABLE29. STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 
r£ME9Tef? MPUn 3TUDENT8 THAT OlOnK PLU3 tilCiRK"8TllDV STUOENTa (ITEMS H AMD 0) 

TECHMICAL 0I\/13ION 



SURVEY ITEM 



No. 



RESPONSES 



Total No. 



1. 



2. 



3. 



4. 



Had trouble scheduUhg courses 
A. Ye» 
B 
C. 



Some 
No 



Was able to attend campus fuacttobs 
A. No 
B. 
C. 



Some 
Yee 



Wae unable to take part in student activities 
A Could not participate 

B. Some trouble , _ _ 

C, No problem , 



***** 



jjf ^ jjf 1^ 



6. 



7. 



8. 



9. 



10. 



//,9 



Instructors had trouble adapting material 
A Yes . 

B. Some \ . 

C. No 



2L 



Mux. 



***** 



***** 



Claesroom activities were 

A. Better short period 

B. No difference 

C. Better longer period 
Mad sufficient study time 

A. No . Z 

B, 
C. 



***** 



***** 



Some trouble 
Yes 



d21 



Class length preferred 

A. 1 hour _ 

B. 
C. 



1^ J^l 1^ iff 



No difference 
11/2 hours 



Ahlt to work for money 

As Leas _ 

Bs 

C 



♦ ♦♦♦♦ 



No difference 
More 



2£: 



Had trouble contacting Instructof /Counselo 

A. Yes 
B Some 
C. No 

I like best 
A. 

B. No difference 

C. 4 -day 



m*** 



5 -day 




2^ 




JJJL 




ISA 






A2T 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
Vlg. 26. STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 

8»meittr Hour Studente That N*»thfcr Work Nor Are On Work-study Progmme 

Tfchnlc^l Dlv««ron, percenttge of A end C reeponses. 



P 

E 
R 
C 
E 
N 
T 
A 
G 
E 




A RESPONSES 
(Favora 5-day 
week) 

C RESPONSES 
v^avort 4-day 
weok) 



SEE NOTE BELOW 



5 6 
ITEM NUMBER 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 

1. Had trouble achedullng courses! A. Yes C. No 

2, Was able to attend campus functions: A. No C. Yes 
J. Was unable to take part In student actlvltlest A. Could 

not participate C. No problem 

4. Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C. No 

5. Classroom activities were: A. Better short period 
C. Better longer period 

6. Had sufficient study lime» A. No C. Yes 

7. Class length preferred: A. 1 hour C. 1 1/2 hours 

8. Able to work for money: A. Less C. More 

9. Had trouble contacting Instructor/counselor: A. Yes 
C. No 

10. I like best! A. 5-day C. 4-day 

Note! The A response always favors the 5-day week or Is 
critical of the 4-day week. B response Is always the In- 
between response and Is not plotted here. The C reaponse 
always favors the 4-day week. 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEOE 
«.Aot^ iA STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR. DAY WEEK > ^ 
SEMEBTE fl HOUR 3TUPENTS THAT NEITHEf? DORK NOR ARE- ON UOnK-STUDV PR nORAMS 

TECHNICAL OIUIBION 



SURVEY ITEM 


RESP 


- 

ONSES 




.^Ji 


Total No. 


1* Hid troubU ach6dulln|[ couraes 


it ^ ik )k 


TP ▼ ▼ ~ X 


. /.?/ 


A. Y#s 








B Some 






No 






2« Wai «tbU to attend camDUi functions 








A. No 






.X. 


B. Some 






C» Yes 






3« Was unable to take part in student actlvlttes 
A Could not participate 




X T ^ T ^ 










B« Some trouble 






C. No problem 


Pi 


/ 0 u 


4« Instructors had trouble adapting material 
A Yes 




V ^ V 






J i J 




B. Some 


o 4 ^ 


yjy^ 


C» No 


-rv 




5 Classroom activities were 


T ^ ~ ^ ~ 


~ ~ ~ ~ " 


/•JO . 


A, Better short period ; 








B. No difference 






C. Better longer period 






6. Had sufficient study time 


*fi -f 






A. No 








B» Some trouble 


Zl=^ 




C. Yes 




. / 


7* Class length preferred 


A AsSc Ask 

^ V ^ ^ 


X T* ^ IT X 




A. 1 hour 


... . 






Bi No difference 






C. 1 1/2 hours 


-If- 




8. Able to work for mori6y 




«^ "ji "F" 




A. Less 




- ./J 




B* No difference 


, // ?, , 




C More 






9. Had trouble contacting inst'ructot/CouDSelb] 

A. y«g 








/¥ 






B Some 






C. No 




^^.^ 


10. I like best 




+♦*♦* 




A, 5-day 








B, No difference 






C* 4-diy 
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b'AUUKN'l liVALUATlUN OF FOUK-UAY WELK 

Fl9»27 • Clock-hour Students That Work Pigs Work-study Programs 
Tschnlcal OlvlstoHi psrctntage of A and C responsea. 




/ A RESPONSES 
(Favora S-day 
week) 

C RESPONSES 

(Favora 4*day 
week) 

SEE NOTE BELOW 



ITEM NUMBER 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 

I. Had trouble acheduUng coursesi A. Yea C. No 
2« Was able to attend campua functions: A» No C. Yea 
3« Was unable to take part in student activltleat A. Could 
not participate C* No problem 

4, Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes No 

5, Classroom activities were: A« Better short period 
C. Better longer period 

6« Had sufficient study timet A* No C« Yea 
7« Class length preferredt A. 1 hour C. 1 1/2 hours 
8* Able to work for moneyt A* Less C» More 
9* Had trouble contacting Instructor/counselors A. Yes 
C. No 

10. I like bests A. 5-day C. 4-day 

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is 
critical of the 4-day week. B response is always the in- 
between response and is not plotted heroi The C response 
alwaya favora the 4-day week* 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
S'TUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 

nLOnK-HfUJR STUDENTS THAT !JORK PLUS UORK-STUDV PROGRAMS (ITEMS C AND D) 



TECHNICAL DIVISION 



1. 



2. 



3. 



4. 



SURVEY ITEM 



RESPONSES 



Had trouble schoduUng couraea 
A. Y«s 
B 
C. 



Som« 
No 



Was abU to attend c&mpua functions 
A. No 
B. 
C. 



6. 



7. 



8. 



9. 



10. 



Some 
Yet 



Wai unable to take part In student activities 
. A Could not participate 
Bi Some trouble 

C. No problem 

Instructors had trouble adapting material 
A Yes 
B. 
C. 



Some 
No 



5 -day 




Classroom activities were 

A. Better short period 

B. No difference 

C. Better longer period 
Had sufficient study time 

A. 
B. 
C. 



No 

Some trouble 
Yes 



Class length preferred 
A. 1 hour 
B. 

C. 



No difference 
1 1/2 hours 



Able to work for money 
A. Less 
fi. 

C 



No difference 
More 



Had trouble contacting Instructo^/Counselo^. 
A. Yes 
B Some 
C. No 
I like best 
A. 
B. 
C. 



No difference 
4 -day 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR -DAY WEEK 

Fig* 28. Clock-hour Student* thPt Neither Work Nor Are On Work-study Pro$r»m» 
Technicel Oiv(«ion, percentege ot A end C reeponsee. 
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A RESPONSES 
(Favore 5-day 
week) 

. C RESPONSES 
(Favors 4-day 
week) 



SEE NOTE BELOW 



10 



ITEM NUMBER 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 
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is Had troubU scheduling courseat A* Yet C* No 

2« Was able to attend campus functions; A, No C« Yes 

3* Was unable to take part In student activltless A. Could 

not participate Cs No problem 
4« Instructors had trouble adapting materialt A Yes C* No 

5, Classroom activities weres A» Better ahort period 
G« Better longer period 

6. Had sufficient study time: A* No C« Yes 

7e Class length preferred: As 1 hour C. 11/2 hours 
8e Able to work for moneys A* Less C. More 
9s Had trouble contacting Instructor/counselort A« Yes 
C. No 

10. I like best: As S-^day C» 4-day 

Note; The A response always favors the 5-day week or la 
critical of the 4-day week. B response is always the in- 
between response and is not plotted here» The C response 
always favors the 4-<day weeks 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR -DAY WEEK 

TABLE 32f 

CLOC K^^nUR 3TUD£NT9 THAT NeiTHER (iJORK NUR ARE ON lAinRK-STUbV PROGRA MS 

TECHNICAL OIUISION 



SURVEY ITEM 



ESPONSES 




1« Had trouble achaduling cour a 68 
B Some 

C^.No . 
2* Wat able to attend campui functions 

A, No 

B. Some 

Yea 

3» Waa unable to take part In student actlvltloa 
A Could not participate 

B. Some trouble 

C. No problem . 
4« Inatructots had trouble adapting material 

A Yea 

B. Some 

C, No 

5 Classroom actlvltiea were 

A« Better short period 
Bi No difference ^...^^^ 
C. Better longer period 
6, Had sufficient study time 

A. No 

B« Some trouble 
C. Yea 

7* Class length preferred 

A* 1 hour . 

B» No difference 

C. 11/2 hours 

8* Able to work for money 

A* Less 

B. No difference 

C More , . 

9* Had trouble contacting Instructoi^/Coanaeloi 
A. Yes 
B Some 

C. No 
10« I like beat , 

A. 5-day 

B. No difference 

C. 4-day 



ERIC 



73 



LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR -DAY WEEK 

no* 29. Studentt thet Work Plus Work-study Studeote Trsnettr OfvUtooi 

percentage ot A and 0 reftponsee. 




A RESPONSES 
(Favors 5 -day 
week) 



C RESPONSES 

(Favors 4 -day 
week) 

SEE NOTE BELOW 



3 4 5 6 7 8 9 
ITEM NUMBER 



10 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 

!• Had troable scheduling courses: A* Yes C» No 

2. Was able to attend cam pUw functions: Ai No C. Yes 

3. Wad unable to take part In student activities: A* Could 
not participate C« No problem 

4. Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C. No 
5s Classroom activities were: A« Better short period 

C, Better longer period 
6* Mad sufficient study time: A« No C» Yes 

7. Class length preferred: A* 1 hour C. 11/2 hours 

8. Able to work for money: A* Less C« More 

9» Had trouble contacting Instructor/counselor: A, Yes 
C. No 

10. I like best: A. 5-day C« 4-day 

Note: The A response always favors the 5 -day week or Is 
critical of the 4-day week. B response Is always the In- 
between response and Is not plotted herOi The C response 
always favors the 4 -day weeki 
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LAKE GITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 

TABLE 33, 

8 TU0ENT3 THAT blORK PLU3 UORH-STUDY STUDENTS (ITEMS C ANO D) 
. ^ TRANSFER Oil/ 1 3IQN 



SURVEY ITEM 



RESPONSES 




1. 



2. 



3. 



4. 



Had trouble scheduling courses 
A. Yes 
B 

C. 



Some 
No 



Was able to attend campus functions 
A. No 
B. 
C. 



6. 



7. 



8. 



9. 



10. 



Some 
Yes 



Was unable to take part In student activities 
A Could not participate 

B. Some trouble 

C. No problem 
Instructors had trouble adapting material 

A Yes 
B. 
C, 



Some 
No 



Claaeroom activities were 

A. Better short period 

B. No difference 

C. Better longer period 
Had sufficient study time 

A. No 
B. 
C. 



Some trouble 
Yes 



Class length preferred 
A. I hour 
B. 
C. 



No difference 
1 1/2 hours 



Able to work for money 

A. Less ^ _ 

B. No difference 
C More 

Had trouble contacting Instructor/CounseLoi 
A. Yes 
B Some 

C. No 
1 like best 

A. 5-dj 

B. No difference 

C. 4-day 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR -DAY WEEK 

F«g« 30. etudenti That N«Hh*r work Nor Are On Work-study Programt., 
trinifer OlvUion, percentage of A and C reepontei, 




A RESPONSES 
(Favor ■ 5 -day 
week) 

C RESPONSES 
(Favors 4 -day 
week) 



SEE NOTE BELOW 



3 4 5 6 7 
ITEM NUMBER 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 



1. Had trouble echeduling courses) A. Yes Ci No 

2. Was able to attend campus functions; A. No C. Yea 

3. Was unable to take part in student actlvltiest A, Could 
not participate C. No problem 

4« Instructors had trouble adapting materialt A Yes C< No 

5. Classroom activities were) A. Better short period 
C. Better longer period 

6. Had sufficient study timet A. No C. Yes 

7. Class length preferredt A. 1 hour C. 1 1/2 hours 
8; Able to work for moneyi A. Less C. More 

9« Had trouble contacting instructor/counselor) A. Yes 
C. No 

10. Hike best! A. 5-day C. 4-day 

Notet The A response always favors the 5-day week or is 
critical of the 4-day week. B response is always the in- 
between response and is not plotted here. The C response 
always favors the 4-day week. 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
^ STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 

TABLE 34, 3TUPENT3 THAT NEITHER tXIRK MQR ARE QN IJ0RK-3TUDV PROGRAM S 

*~ TRANSFER DIVISION 



3. 



4. 



6. 



7. 



8. 



9. 



10. 



SURVEY ITEM 



Some 

YCH 




Had trouble scheduling courses 
A. Yes _^ 
B Some 
C. No 



1. 



Zt Was able to attend campus functions 
A. No 
B. 
C. 



Was unable to take part in student activities 
A Could not participate 

B. Some trouble 

C, No problem »^ _ 

Instructors had trouble adapting material 

A Yes 

B. Some' 

C. No ■ 



Classroom activities were 

A. Better short period 

B. No difference 

C. Better longer period 
Had sufficient study time 

A. No 
B. 
C. 



Some trouble 
Yes 



Class length preferred 
A. 1 hour 
B. 
C. 



No difference 
1 1/2 hours 



Able to work for money 
A. Less 
B. 

C 



No difference 
More 



Had trouble contacting instructof/Counseloi 

A. Yes 

B Some 

C. No 
I like biist 

A. 5 

B. No difference 

C. 4-day 




RESRONSES 
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STUDENT EVALUATION RESPONSES BY GRADE-POINT AVERAGE 
SEMESTER-HOUR TECHNICAL 



LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR -DAY WEEK 

Ftg# 31 • Ho Qrtde Point Avtr^gt Reported Semesttr Hour Progrsms 

TtchnlctI Divltioni perctntege of A and C reepon$es. 




A RESPONSES 

(Favors 5 -day 
week) 

C RESPONSES 

(Favors 4 -day 
week) 

SEE NOTE BELOW 



ITEM NUMBER 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 



1. Had trouble scheduling courses) A. Yes C. No 

2. Was able to attend campus functions; A. No C. Yes 

3. Was unable to take part in student actlvltlesi A« Could 
not participate C« No problem 

4. Instructors had trouble adapting materials A Yes C. No 

5. Classroom activities were: A* Better short period 
C« Better longer period 

6» Had sufficient study timer A. No C. Yes 
7« Class length preferred^ Ai 1 hour C. 1 1/2 hours 
8« Able to work fur moneys A« Less C» More 
9« Had trouble contacting Instructor/counselort A. Yes 
C. No 

10. I like bests A, S-day C« 4-day 

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or Is 
critical of the 4-day week, B response is always the in- 
between response and is not plotted herei The C response 
always favors the 4 -day week* 



LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 

TABLE 35. NO GRADE POINT AVERAGE REPORTED SEMESTER HOUR PRO G R A MS 

TECHNICAL DIVISION 





RESF 


0NSE5 






Total NOi 


I* HAa trouDie scnaauling coursas 


~ ~ ~ ^ ~ 


T ^ T ~ ~ 












B Soma 


> 




C^.No 


/( 


• Y*( 


2« Wai tbla to attatid campus functions 


■kill lick !t( 


^ T T ~ V 




ilt No 




^ 






B« Soma 






C. Yas 






i9« was unaoia to taKa part in studant activitiafl 
iy v^ouisi not pairticipata ^ ^ 


▼ ^ *?• ▼ 


T ^ T ^ ^ 




/ 







Oi goma trouDJia 


J 

1 ■ » r ■ 11 




v» wo proDJiam 






Y« iJiBcruciQrs naQ crouoia aQapcing matartai 
A Yes 


T T ™ 


1* T "T* T" 






UJ.^ 




B« Soma 


Q. 




V/» JNO 


— L~. 




S ClassToom actlvltlas wave 


4(*iii4iilc 

1 "T* ~ ~ 


)kAAA4( 




At Dattar short patlod 








o% No diffayanca 






Ct Battat longar parlod 






Oi rfaa suiiiciant stuay tima 








A Ma 

' rk* NO 


fix 






p» aoma trouDia 






V* Yas 






r» Class langtn praiarraa 




~ T 




A* 1 hour 








B« No Qlitatanca 






C. 1 1/2 hours 






8* Abla to work for monay 


f T ^ 






A« Lass 








*i ^^^^^ 
B» No dlifaranca 


. 




c Mora 


PS 




9i Had troubla contacting Instructor /CounseLoi 
A» Yas 








-t 


//.^^ 




13 ooma 






C. No 






10. I Ilka bast 


«44i|i% 


l|l«l»t)|cl»l 




A. 5 •day 






:>< 


B« No dlffaranca 






C. 4-day 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 

^n^P^^n^^fe V AUERARE 1»9 AND UNOER SEMESTER HOUR PROGRAMS TECHNICAL OlV ISinN 



SURVEY ITEM 



1. 



2. 



3. 



4, 



6. 



7. 



8. 




Haid trouble scheduling courses 

A. Yes ^ 

B Some 

C.No 

Was able to attend campus functions 

A. No _ — 

B. Some 

C. Yes 

Was unable to Uke part in student activities 

A Could not participate 

B. Some trouble _ 

C. No problem 

Instructors had trouble adapting material 

A Yes 

B. Some 

C. No 

Classroom activities were 

A. Better short period 

B. No difference 

C. Better longer period 
Had sufficient study time 

A. No 

B. Some trouble 

C. Yes 

Class length preferred 

A. I hour 

B. No difference 

C. 1 1/2 hours 

Able to work for money 

A. Less 

B. No difference 

C More , 

9. Had trouble contacting Instructo^/Couneeloj #♦♦♦ 
A. Yes ^ — ^ 
B Some 

C. No 
10. I like best 

A. 5-day 

B. No difference 

C. 4-day 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR -DAY WEEK 

Fig* 32* Gredt Point Average 2.0 - 2.9 Semester Hour Progreme 
Technical Otvisfoni percentage of A and C reaponaes. 




ITEM NUMBER 



A RESPONSES 

(Favor « 5 -day 
week) 

C RESPONSES 

(Favors 4*«day 
week) 

SEE NOTE BELOW 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 



U Had trouble achedullng couraess A« Yea C. No 

Z. Was able to attend campus functionsi A. No C. Yea 

3, Was unable to take part In student actlvltlesi A* Could 
not participate C» No problem 

4. Instructors had trouble adapting material: A Yes C. No 
5« Classroom activities wares A» Better short period 

C. Better longer period 
6« Had sufficleat study timet A. No C. Yes 

7. Class length preferred! A* 1 hour C* 11/2 hours 

8. Able to work for moneys A. Less C* More 

9. Had trouble contacting Instructor /counselors A. Yes 
C, No 

10« I like bests A» 5--day C. 4-day 

Notes The A response always favors the 5-day week or is 
critical of the 4«day week* B response is always the In- 
between response and is not plotted here* The C response 
always favors the 4«day week* 



LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEQE 
rrAo, -tn STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 

GRADE POINT AyERAGE 2.0 - 2.9 SEMESTER HOUR PROGRAMS TECHNICAL 0IUI3I0N 





RESF 


ONSES 


IN Ot 


. /«. 


Total No. 


It md trouble 0ch6auUng cour«e0 


^¥ ¥¥¥ 


^XXXX 

TT ^ ▼ ▼ 




A« Yas 




£:/ ^ 




B Some 






CNo 






2$ Wai ftbU to attend camput fuActlons 




X X X X X 




Ai No 


i/JL. 






Bi Soma 


3 7 




C, Y«f 






3» Was unable to take patt In student activltlea 
A Could not participate 




XX ^xx 










Bt Some trouble 






No problem 




J t u. 


4« instructors had trouble adapting material 
A Yes 




X X X X X 

T I* ~ T ~ 




fH. . 






Bi Some 




7 ^ 


C» No 


HI, 




5 Classroom activities were 




T ^ T ^ T* 




A» Bettv^r short period 


■ 






B« No dU'(erence 


A. u 


o 3. J 


C, Better longer period 






o« Had sufficient study time 




^ ^ T* ^ 




A. No 






— >^ 


B« Some trouble 






C. Yes 






7. Class length preferred 


^ ^ nr ^ T 


T T* 'P np 




A* 1 hour 






^^^^ 


B» No difference 






C« 11/2 hours 






8. Able to work for money 


XX XXX 
▼ ^ T ▼ T 


XXXjfcX 




A* Less 


/y 






B« No difference 






C More 






9. Had trouble contacting Instructor /Counselox 
A, Yes 


#♦*♦ 












B Some 






C. No 




S7.C 


10. Hike best 




4'>t<*>(<>(< 




A« 5-day 




J(,/ 


X 


B« No difference 




AO.i. 


C. 4-day 
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R 
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E 
N 
T 
A 
Q 
E 



FI9. 33« Qrtde Point Avtrag* 3.0 And up Semester Hour Progrnmt 
Ttchnicil Oivttloni perctnt«ge of A and C retponaea. 




^ A RESPONSES 

(Favor • 5 -day 
weak) 

C RESPONSES 

(Favor a 4 -day 
weak) 

SEE NOTE BELOW 



ITEM NUMBER 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 

1. Had troublt achadullng couraeat A. Yea C. No 

2. Waa able to attend campua functlona: A, No C. Yea 

3. Waa unable to take part in atudent actlvltieai A. Could 
not partieipata C. No problem 

4. Inatructora had trouble adapting materlalf A Yea C. No 

5. Claaaroom actlvltlea weret A. Better abort period 
C. Better longer period 

6. Had au/nctaat atudy timet A. No C. Yea 

7. Claa a length preferredi A. 1 hour C. 1 1/2 houra 

8. Able to work lor moneyt A. Lea a C. More 

9. Had trouble contacting Instructor /counaelort A. Yea 
C. No 

10. I like beatr A. S-day C. 4.day 

Note: The A response always favors the 5 -day week or Is 
critical of the 4-day week, B response is always the in- 
between reaponae and la not plotted here. The C reaponae 
alwaya favors the 4 -day week. 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 

TABLE 38« 

GRADE POINT AVERAGE 3*0 ANO UP SEMESTER HOUR PROGRAMS TECHNICAL OPJISION 





RESF 


ONSES 


No* 


% 


Total No* 


1* Haa trouble flchadulltig couraei 










/O 


9. i 




B Soma 


V7 

„ r ,/ . 


/< f 

t f 


C.^No 


Sll 
. ffM ^ ■ 




2« Wa0 Able to attend campus functions 








A# No 








B« Some 


> f\^ ...I 




C, Yet 






3« Was unable to take part in stuaent activities 
> A Could not participate 














B> Some trouble 






C# No problem 






4* instructors had trouble adapting material 
A Yes 














B» Some 






No 


fTa . 




5 Classroom activities were 








A« Better short period 






^^^^^^^ 


B» No difference 






C» Better longer period 






o» Had sufficient study time 








A« NO 






^^^^^^^ 


B* Some trouble 






C. Yes 


10 




7« Class length preferred 


^^^^^ 


9^ 9^ 1^ 3^ )ft 




A« 1 hour 




uQ*jt 




B, No dttforonr^ 




3 ^ ^ 


C. 11/2 honri 


■■i lew 




A Alt* ' ^- 

0« Able to work for money 








A« Less 




/A ^ 




B. No difference 






C More 




1 , Kt .!f.. , 


9« Had trouble contacting instructor /Counselos 
A. Yes 




^^^^^ 










C! ^ « -1/1 J*. 

o oomo 






C. No 






10. Hike best 






/fit 


A. 5-day 






X 


B» No difference 






C. 4-day 
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XI 

STUDENT EVALUATION RESPONSES BY GRADE-POINV AVERAGES 
TR/kNSFER DIVISION 



Flfif3*. No Gfnd* Point Avtrag* Rtporled Transfer DWUtont 
perctntsge of A nnd 0 rctponsee. 




A RESPONSES 
(Favori 5-day 
week) 

. C RESPONSES 
{Favors 4 -day 
week) 



SEE NOTE BELOW 



3 4 5 6 7 
ITEM NUMBER 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 

!• Had trouble scheduling coursesi A* Yes C» No 

2, Was able to attend campus functions: A. No C. Yes 

3. Was unable to take part In student actlvltlesf At Could 
not participate C« No problem 

4« Instructors had trouble adapting material! A Yes C. No 
5« Classroom activities werei A* Better short period 
C, Better longer period 

6, Had sufficient study timet A* No C» Yes 

7. Class lengtii preferred^ A* 1 hour C. 1 1/2 hours 
8« Able to work for moneyt Ai Less C. More 

9, Had trouble contacting Instructor /counselori A. Yes 
C^ No 

10, I like best: A» 5-day C« 4«day 

Note: The A response always favors the 5-day week or is 
critical of the 4-day week* B response is always the in- 
between response and if not plotted here^ The C response 
always favors the 4«>day week« 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 



TARV. B! ^Q. lyn noAnr nnTMT nuPRABg nt-PORTEf) tranrffr DiuisiQfJ 



SURVEY ITEM 



1. 



2. 



3. 



4, 



Had trouble scheduling courses 
A. Yea 
B 
C. 



Some 
No 



Some 
Yes 




Was able to attend campus functions 
A. No 
B. 
C, 



Was unable to take part in student activities 
A Could not participate 

B. Some trouble 

C. No problem 
Instructors had trouble adapting material 

A Yes 
B. Some 
No 



C. 



6. 



7. 



8. 



9. 



10, 



Classroom activities were 

A. Better short period 

B. No difference 

C. Better longer period 
Had sufficient study time 

A. No 

B. Some trouble 

C. Yes 
Class length preferred 

A. I hour 
B. 
C. 

Able to work for money 

A. Less 

B. 

C 




No difference 
1 1/2 hours 



No difference 
More 



Had trouble contacting Instructoj/Counaelo 

A. Yes . 

B Some 

C. No , 

I like best . 

A. 5 -day ^ . , . . . ^ 

B. No difference [ 

4-day — 



C. 



RESPONSES 




♦ **♦* 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 

TABLE 40. CnAOF. POINT AVERAGE 1.9 AND UNDER TRANSFER OIUISION 



2. 



3. 



4. 



SURVEY ITEM 



Had trouble scheduling courses 

A. Yes 

B Some 
C. . No 




Wau able to attend campus functions 

A. No 
B. 
C. 

Was unable to take part In student activities 
A Could not participate 

B. Some trouble 

C. No problem 
Instructors had trouble adapting material 

A Yes 

B. Some 

C. No 



6. 



7. 



8. 



9. 



10. 




Classroom activities were 

A. Better short period 

B. No difference 

C. Better longer period 
Had sufficient study time 

A. No 
B. 
C. 



Some trouble 
Yes 



Class length preferred 

A. l hour 

B. 
C. 



No difference 
I 1/2 hours 



Able to work for money 

A. Less . 

B. 
C 



No difference 
More 



Had trouble contacting instructor /Counselo 
A. Yes 
B Some 
C. No 
I like best 
A. 

B. 

C. 



5 -day 




No difference 
4-day 



No. 



0 



***** 



0 



***** 



***** 



i 



***** 



***** 



6 



RESPONSES 



***** 




***** 



* * * * * 



2£^ 



AS,P 



***** 



sec 



***** 



** * ** 



***** 



Total No. 



J^. 
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rig. 35, Qredt Point Average 2,0 • 2^9 Transfer Olvleloni 
percentage of A end c responses. 




ITEM NUMBER KEY 

1« Had trouble scheduling coursest A» Yes C» No 

2« Was able to attend campus functions: A» No C« Yee 

:)« Was unable to take part In student actlvltleat A. Could 

not participate C« No problem 
4t Instructors had trouble adapting material! A Yes C» No 

Classroom activities weres A« Better short period 

C* Better longer period 
6» Had sufficient study time: A« No C« Yes 
7« Class length preferredi A» 1 hour C. 11/2 hours 

8. Able to work for moneys A« Less Ci More 

9. Had trouble contacting Instructor/counselors A« Yes 
C. No 

10. I like bests A* 5--day C. 4-day 

Note: The A response always favors the S^-day week or is 
critical of the 4--day week. B response is always the in- 
between response and is not plotted here# The C response 
always favors the 4 -day week* 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 

TABL E 41. nnftOE POINT AVERAnE Z,0 - 2.9 TRANSFER DIV/ISION 



1. 



2, 



3. 



4. 



6. 



SURVEY ITEM 



Had trouble scheduling courses 

A. Yea" 

B Some 
C. . No 



■^f ^ )j( 3^ ^ 



Was able to attend campus functions 

A. No 
B* 
C. 

Was unable to take part in student activities 
A Could not participate 

B. Son^e trouble . 

C. No problem 



8. 



9. 



10* 




Instructors had trouble adapting material 
A Yes 
B. 
C. 



Some 



No 




Classroom activities were 
A. Better short period 

B# No difference 

C. Better longer period 

Had sufficient study time 

A. No 2 

B. Some trouble _ , ^ - ^ ^. 

C. Yes 



Class length preferred 
A. 1 hour 
B. 
C. 



No difference 
1 1/2 hours 



Able to work for money 
A • Less 
B. 

C 



No difference 
More 



Had trouble contacting Instructof/Counselox 
A. Yes 
B Some 
C- No 
1 like best 
A. 

n. 




5 -day 



No difference 
4 -day 



No< 



-4^ 



2jL 



^^^^^ 



5^ )^ 



2jL 



5^ )J( 3^ 



<s:c 



***** 



3^. 



})( 3^ ]^ ]Q( sQc 



***** 




#*** 



>J< i\< * ajc * 



RESPONSES 



% 



* * * * * 



^J< ^ »!< ;J< rjc 



1 




>{t * }}( * )}C 



***** 



MdJL 



4^ 



3}C]t<)ic*4l 



>X * * * * 



***** 



j;< >|< >;< :!< 

SI 



Total No. 



/3C 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR -DAY WEEK 

Fig, 36. Gr«d« Point Aver«g» 3.0 And up Trantfer Divlelon, 

percentage of A pnd C responeet. 



P 

£ 
R 
C 
E 
N 
T 
A 
G 
E 




A RESPONSES 
(Favors 5-day 
week) 

C RESPONSES 
(Favors 4 -day 
week) 



SEE NOTE BELOW 



5 6 
ITEM NUMBER 



ITEM NUMBER KEY 



1. 
2. 

3, 

4. 
5. 



Had trouble scheduling courses! A. Yes C. No 
Was able to attend campus functions; A. No C. Yes 
Was unable to take part in student activities! A. Could 
not participate C. No problem 

Instructor, had trouble adapting material . Yes C. No 



A. Better shoit period 



Classroom activities were: 
C. Better longer period 
Had sufflcUnt study time! A. No C. Yes 
Class length preferred! A. 1 hour C. 11/2 hours 
Able to work for moneys A. Less C. More 
Had trouble conUctlng Instructor/counselors A. Yes 
C. No 

10. I like best! A. 5-day C. 4-day 



6. 

7. 
8. 

9, 



Notes The A response always favors the 5-ciay week or Is 
critical of the 4-day week. B response Is always the In- 
between response and is not plotted here. The C response 
always favors the 4-day week. 



ERIC 



92 



LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 



TADLE 42. GRADE POINT AUERAGC 3.U AND UP TRtiNSfER OIUISION 



SURVEY ITEM 



1. 



2. 



3. 



4. 



6. 



7. 



8. 



10. 



Had trouble scheduling courses 

A. Yes 

B 
C. 



Some 
No 



Wa« able to attend campus functions 
A. No 
D. 
C. 



Some 
Yes 



li. 
C. 




Was unable to take part in student activities 
A Could not participate 

B. Some trouble 

C. No problem _ ^ 
Inctructora had trouble adapting material 

A Yes 

B. Some _ 

C. No " . 
Clajsroom activities were 

A. Better short period 

B. No difference 

C. Better longer period 
Had sufficient study time 

A. No 
B. 
C. 



Some trouble 
Yes 



Class length preferred 

A. i hour 

No difference 

I 1/2 

Able to work for money 
A. Less 

n. 

C 



No difference 
More 



Had trouble contacting Instructof/CounTelo 

A. Yes 

B Some 

C. No 
I like best 

A. 5-day _ 

B. No difference 

C. 4 -day 
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STUDENT EVALUATION MISCELLANEOUS 



LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR -DAY WEEK 



TABLE 43. ITEM 11, CLOCK -HOUR PROGRAMS TECHNICAL DIVISION 



lit Assume clock^-hour students remained on a four-day week 
and semester-hour students returned to a£ ive-day week, 
would this cause any special problem for you? If ''yes'' 
mark A and explain on the back of this sheet: 



NUMBER % 

A« yes, serious problems 0 0 

B» not much difference for me 6 11« 76 

C« no problem 45 88. 23 

Total number of responses 51 



LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
STUDENT EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 

TABLE 44. STUDENTS THAT WOIiK FULL-TIME ON FRIDAY, 

NUMBER AND DISTRIBUTION BY GRADE-POINT AVERAGE (CPA) 



DIVISION 



Tochnlcal 
Sem«8ter-hour 



Clock- hour total 
Technical total 
Transfer 



Transfer total 



School total 



G.P.A. 



not reported 
1. 9 and lower 

2.0 - 2.9 

3. 0 and up 



not reported 
1. 9 and lower 
2.0-2.9 
3. 0 and up 



NUMBER 



3 
0 
33 
33 
40 
109 

8 
1 

49 
25 
83 
192 



% OF 
SCHOOL TOTAL 



1. 56 

17. 19 
17. 19 
20. 83 
56.77 

4. 17 
,52 
25.52 
13.02 
43.23 
100. 00 



Notei The school total of 192 Is 35 per cent of the total sample. 
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LAKE CITV COMMUNITY COLUGe 
STUDENT EUALUATION OF FDUH-DAY liEEK 



STUDENT COMMENTS 



Yes, this haa bfion a problem for me; because i canU get hire on 
Friday, no uay to gat hare! (cosmetology, Tuaadoy to Friday achadule) 



I prefer the five day uieek, bacauan ua can gat more hours In and 
finish sooner* 



The longer the day la that much more tjovk gata dona. 



NO comments! 



fiihy don't you OPEN THE PARKING LOT!? You built It whan you donH 
need lt--90 open It. 



This survey la stupid due to the fact that anything that stu- 
dents aay Is regarded an Irrelevant and doesn't matter anyuiay. 

(jhen tha students are regarded as people who have same rational 
judgnmont, and not as high school freshman, than these questionnaires 
can be useful and not Just a useful uaate of paper. 



I miss ths school functioiis and things like that because I live a 
long wny away, i like tha ^-day week, i get more other things done 
on the extra day off. 



I anjay camping, hiking, fishing, etc., that is one of the reasons I'm 
in thf» rorestry Program, because of the out-of-doora. This gives me 
more time to get outside. 



1. Arranging uiork-atudy hours* 
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Speclol problem; The ^-day week takoB more of my tlmo and I m unable 

to ux)rk 0 parfc-fcimo job at night on the uoek days becauen of the longor 

daya^ it la very hard to find a Jab whera you can work from S to 9 p,m, 
and atill hav/a time to atudy* 



LOBS gan for ^♦•day unok! 



Any troublR I hav/o ancounterad la due to tho nawnaaa of the '♦-iday 
weak and could ba corractad without much trouble* 



X didn't enjoy having long uieekenda ulth no ^ccnsa to achool facllitlea 
that I needfid for study. I did like the longer claaaea becauae you 
ujoren't oa pushed to gat your materlala in working order and you had 
timo to work and gat a aufficlent amount accomplished while had your 
mind on it« 



Although the four-day week plan Is an adv/antago for some atudenta, it 
ia not 80 for others* Kriday might be a great day for an added wnk^ 
end vacation and it might meat aome of the atudonts requirements for 
getting the school kinka out of their bones* But, it ia no "picnic" 
for tho rest of us. The longer hours do not make claaaea easier on 
you* On the contrary, it makea it harder* Time is spent more Ih 
claasea and leas In the Library, where atudenta have the chance to 
study. LRC has reported that there haa been leas students In the? 
library this semester than there havr? been lost semester* This 
brings the study rate an all timo drastic low* i am not kicking 
your '♦-day week plan, but would you please go •'bug"someone else? 



Many of my friends must stay an extra semester to take one or two 
courses that were either dropped because of the ^-day week or the 
Individual could not fit them into their schedule becausn of the 
four-day wenk* 



I wouldn't mind the four-day week if i had more time on my hands. 
"Thank you. 



in the fall term of i will he carrying im increaned load of 19 
hourn In the sciencn and math field. I feel thnt n four-dny waak 
will be extremely detrimental to my grades. 



98 



Gome teachera do not prepnrB enough to covfir a lengthy clasa within 
the four«»dnv uQnk« Student attentiveneeei I f^eli has drappnd« 



nnlv problem is a ^-hour drafting and aurvnylng course one day a wf^ok 
— 'ahDuld ba two 2-hour aeaaiona. 



It oeama to me that the iy**haur class io be^:ter for me bncauae I got 
warmed up and can oet a better picture of the lesson— more understand 
ing. Also, mora time to study. 



1 like the «f-dny week, i hope that LCCC doea not go back on the 5-day 
wnek« 



I sure spend a lot of time in class aach day# 



The schedule is much tougher for the forestry student* (carries 
a haav/ier load) instructors had allow extra time to enable us to pre- 
pare ourselv/es for labs and lunch ♦ 

It's very tough to sit through "3^' one and one-half hour classes 
every morning from 8:30 to 12*50 and get the full benefits from class 
lectures. 



LQck or Qtudnnt activity* 



The labn are hard to attend whan the achedules are packed* The activi 
ties on campus, or the activities during the day i usually misa. The 
^-day week contributes to more night classes; therefore it would be 
h?ird to hold a Job at night* 

The 3-day weekends, I like; and I presume the school saves fuel* 



one bad point about the four-day week is that a very light load of 
semester hours seeme like a very heavy load* L^st semester i was 
taking 20 semester hours and this semester l can only munage 1^* 
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ijnlli obvlaualVi the four-dny uflQk in going to bo lough for thoso 
poopln lika mR uho hnvu to carry 19 or morfl hourst I do admit that 
thR person uho commutoa or livsa in thn dorm and Hvrq closft to homi?, 
going home overy ueekGnd excluding tho fact that somn of them hnvo to 
carry more thfan 16 houro find it plooaing sincQ thny havn on oxtrn 
day for iKlsurn* out ovon with q person ujho carrina 16 hours or 
ao flnda it rough bocousa that la a lot of mntarial to cram into your 
haad in Juat k daya^ aapocially for tha people uho arf3 in general 
nouraoa because everything is different and can get to be nerve-rack- 
ing with too much on your mind, i can almost bet my worth, that tho 
grade point average from last snmaater will surpass thia aemester'o 
average by at lease 1/3 of a letter grade and even more. 

I have heard some professors come up with ideas why you should 
continue the four-day week that were quite stable on their point of 
view but I have heard others talk of "damn^' good stable reasons why 
it should not be continued for the good of the students, which it is 
really for, isn't it? 



I've had trouble, because I've hod a lot more work to do in a lot 
leee study Lime at home, (i have leas time to study, because i get 
home two to three hours later this semeater, because of ^i-day week.) 
Also, when I needed to see my advisor or my instructor I couldn't, 
because i have class almost all day and when i did have time they had 
a class or they ere gone. (During their office hours I had class most 
of the time.) very feu times would 1 get to talk to them. 



I feel the ^-day week is academically unsound because it forces a 
ntudont to cram his studies. 



ThB ii^day wnek has left me less time to study, fewer (no) breaks 
between classes and I'm so tired on Friday that I sleep all day. i 
fnnl the ^i-day week is hard on students and teachers. 



Class length is not the issue, pour days with class crammed to- 
gether isi ~' " !" ' " ' 

I voted for the ^^-day week in fall of 1973. After experiencing 
it, I vote atrongly against auch a plan in an educational institution . 

noasons- 

(I) extracurricula activities provided at LCCC for students (dorm & 
commuter) were few enough in the fall. In the spring with the '♦-day 
week these activites are practically non-existent! i (Excluding sport- 
ing events) 
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(2) Library hours have bnea shortpnBd--at thn noat of tha atudanta 
who uaa tha fBclllty. if tha anargy ahortagR bacomf>8 so bnd that, 
o^-doy uioRk la abaoiutaly nRcnaaary, lat'a find something construe- 
tlvB and/or antartalnlng to do with the thrae daya off# OonU lat 
racraationfel or antartainment actlvltlaa dlaappaar aa thny hava nt 
LCCC* 



Due to tha ^Qday waaki tho time bloukn that my claaaBS aro In mada 
It Impoaaible for ma to continue my prnvlous Job# I hod to find 
another Job and take a conalderabla pay cut* if t had been Just n 
regular student, full time, I really uouldnU hava minded tha ^^day 
weak, gut due to working full time and being married with a aon, the 
^-day weak caused conaldarabla problama* For tho overall student, i 
would Bay tha four-day waek la flna# 



I think the four-day waek la great i 



I think that since I'll be going to Florida next year that thla could 
cauaa mo aoma trouble In adjusting back to a 5-tiay weak. Alao, I think 
that If tha school la saving a lot of money running for four daya that 
the aavlnga should ba paaaed on to the student's tuition costs. 



I Ilka the '♦-day waek because I have found ma a Job on Frlday-i-whlch 
aaalats ma with my education. Let 'a kaap the 'f-day week! 



I am taking business coursea, which require the use of the machlnaa 
outslda of class. I have to work 15 houra weekly. After claas and 
15 houra of work, i haTofnly an hour or ao a day laft and there wnrn 
clossas In tha Business Building using the machines, pn tha woekand , 
I could do nothing because i hava no typewriter and no calculator. 
Thla caused much dlatreaa. Alao, after apendlng 8-10 hours at achool, 
I was exhauated. It would be batter to have 5 daya to spread out the 
work| claasea, and lab-time. 



I have really enjoyed having Friday off, but I would much rather attend 
school five daya. The claaaaa are so long^ that uhan I do get out, I 
can hardly make It through tha next clnaa. Also, i misa tho activity 
period a lot. 



ERIC 
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I nnjay thn nxtrn day off but thn clo^arte am juBt too long nnd 
alncQ I hod to schRdule 3 cleisaes in t row on TUQ8dn7"nnd Thurs- 
dny# I'm vary tirod at the and of thn day. 



1 Ukn t\m four-day wnak battnr thnn tho flva-dny* fhn four-day 
wank glvno you a longer wank and. 



can't onsuar truthfully about baing ablo to attend thn campua 
functiona, bncauae thero haan't baon much function and what little 
rnally uaan't to my taate. 



The four-day weak la louay in that I dnn*t havo onough time for 
evRry thing. Typing, office pronaduras, and office maahinaa ra- 
quira outsido work if you arn planning on passing the course. Thoao 
can only ba dona in the businasa buiidingi where thara nra typa- 
wrltnrs, calculators, ate. And this building la locked on weekends. 
During the ^i-day wenk, claasns and trying to keep Mra. Turner caught 
up with her papera^ (work study) takes up ny timot I, alao think it 
waa a pretty cheap trick aaying we voted for it whan the student bodv 
didn't, ^ 



The naturR of my classes this semester adapt well to the four-day 
wnek, as they ore largely literature related courses. Kowever, It does 
put a hampRr on thfiotre as some people who would otherwise be in- 
volved must work during reheraal periods. 



Clossea nuch as p.£. and Art are the only ones I find the longer 
period advantageous. 



Trying to get 19 course hours and 11 work study hours into k days Is 
a lot of trouble. 



My only trouble was that i have taken too many hours (18) for a ^-day 
week and becauae of it have less study and work time, nut I love 
having a 3-day weekendli ' 
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inHy oiOnlon, Qomn of tho morR Impartnnt dlacjdvantngns of thn t»."tjfiy 
UQflk la t*mt tho hour end n hnlf claaa la harmful to thn Inntruntlomil 
valun of tiortaln DOurana. 



Tho four-day uflRk uouoeri a grnnt dncrniion In my Intnrnat In anhool, 
in the four achool doya there uas too much to do and not enough tlmn 
to do It. 



I didn't Dttand Like city community callage thia fall anmnater, but 
waa onrollad nlaewhara. The school I attended waa on a five-day 
WQokj howovar, I can't aoem to notioe any difference In my gtadBa 
uhnther on four-day or five-day achsdula« 



Tho only thing I have agalnat It la the teachera don't aQom to bo 
able to fill tha extra claaa timn ulth uork or etc. profitable to uai 



I have a hard time achaduling my tutoring houra and I had only ona 
uiay to achadule my claaaaa, which Included a night claaa. (i don't 
cara for night claaaaa.) 



nacauGQ of working full time, the i^-day unek helped ma get my 
atudylng In, 



VB8 Inatructoro had trouble adapting Inatructionol motariala and 
Incturaa to longer claaa porioda, oxcnpt with or. ijlaley. 



I havn no car, othBrwlaa, i uould drive to Atlanta evnry woek-nnd. 
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. LAKe CI TV COMMUNITY COLUUe 

3TIJ0ENT EVALUATION br THi; EXPERIMENTAL FOUR-DAV UECK 
• ■ ■ porn I 

initruclrldnii pUaae wrlti or circle tho detlred raaponsAS in the epace 

/ provldad on th© right fflerglh, 
A. V^lqh dlvlelon are you anroUort In? Tranaftr or Toc^nlcal? a* 

^* !^!Vif "^^^l '"•jor or prooram? aa degrao students with no 

apaoiric njajor» uat, "Qanaral Couraa% stud«nta not work- q. 
irnjitoyard a dagraa or cartlflcota writa» "Unolaaaif lad-. 

• ^ 

study" In tha blank, C« 

()• If you have a Job you work et for money other than college 

«aor>^-atudy, full or part tlitta, write «uorkH In tha blank* ^' ^ 

00 you work rir money full time on Friday now? wrlta »vaa>i 

or Mno^ In the blank* E« 

r. u^a^ la your beat aatlmata of your cumulative orade-polnt 

!v!i£?! S"^ ^li^^ ^^^^ aemeater? uaa numbera, for p. 

eKBwi?ie| 2,1^ 2^7^ 3,0, ate* 



6. 



1. 1 wtfa unable to echedule couraea r needed or have had to 

drofj couraaa eaaentlolly becauae of the four-day week* 1. tx o 

(A)yaa, unworkablej (Q)acme troublei (r,)no problem, ' • « a 

^* -S''1^2i^*''*!\J?^® ^^'^^^^ functlona you wlah- ^ , ^ 

«d tto attend thle term? (A)no, very fewj (8)aome! (c)yaa* ^* ^ 8 

3. Ouejto the four-day week i have been unable to take part In 
atutjent actlvltlea that require extended parioda of tlma» 
ror.examplai student governtflent, playa, club actlvltlea, 3, a B 

?; 'ii W)ya8, problema and unable to participate: (e)aome 
trouble; (c)nO| no problem, ^ ' 

vou feel your inatructore hed trouble adepilnc Inatruo- 
tlonal materials and lecturea to longer class perloda? 4, a b 

(A)\fr?8, a lot of trouble; (B)perhBp8 some troubloj (c)no, 

5, la It your eatlmate that cloaaroom activities! (A)were 

bBtt;fer whtn claaa periods were ehorter; (a)not much dlff- 5* A ft 
erenti (c)havB been Improved due to longer claaa periods* 



6. A B C 

7. A B C 



Havt^ you been able to errange aufflclent study time fprs- 
perotlon for claaaaa) at the time you needed it this term? 

(A) nO| 8 lot of trouble; (e)3ome troubloj (c)ysa, 

7* 1 Prfefer a claaa length of: (A)Dn9 hourj (9)not much 
dlff-srenca for me; (c)onB and one-half houra, 

8, fleciiSQ of the four-day week i have been eble to work for 

monffy: (A)leas; (Q)no difference or i do not work; (c)more. ^« A 9 C 

9* MavB you bed any trouble contacting en Inetructor outside 
Of olaaa» advisor or counselor that might be attributed to 
thR. four-day weak schedule? (A)yBB, exssparatlng troublat ^« A B C 

(B) eomB trouble; (c)no trouble. 

10, conelderlng everything i like: (A)e 5-day weak schedule 

better; (a)it doesn't make much difference for me: (cia U-^ 10. A n n 
day *weak achedule better* « B c 

If you Nova had acme special problpm or have noted some ad- 
ventage or dlssdvantage to the four-dey week or Juet have b 
•:ommant, writs it on beck of sheet* gtudente that mias thla 
aurvoy mfey pick up copies from Mr* Hardman or Mr. Hunter* 

SIGNATURE ? - 
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STUOCfn EVALUATION or Hit EXf'ERIME'yTAL rnUI-DAY UECM 

rnrih n 

tnutruntLonni Mitaac urUn or olrole ths <tnolr«d rnet^onftsa In Iho 
\ »p»aca provided on thn rirjht margin* 

At ijhlcN. divieion you QnroUtid in? A. 

Rt \J\oi program <ira you enrolled in? Hi 

C* If yop aro in a noIUgs uork-iatud/ proqremi urltn »uork- ^ 
otudv" In thrt bl^nk, 

0» |f you hovf) a Job you gork ut for monny othor th^n colUgn 

uork^tiludyi full or part tlmo, yrlU «»uork^» In blnnk. ^* 

s 

E* 00 you work for monny full tlmn on rriday noui? ijrltfj "yea" 

or "f>o«< In Iho blank. ^* 

r* ijhat la your baat eatimatfl of your cuinuletlvn Qv/eragfi 

Qrada; ut thn nnd of the fell anmnatnri Usq om letlftr: r< 
Ai Bi Gi Di or F. 



U I uaa unBbld to ochRdula cournt^a i nrsndad or havA had to 

drop'couraoo essantiolly bacduss of thR four-day uaak; 1. A G C 

(A)yrf»i unuorkablai (Q)aoma trouble; (c)no problt^m, 

2« Kavs 'you baan able to ottand tha campua functlona you 

ulahfld to attend thle term? (A)no, very few; ((Daoffla; 2* A G C 

)» oun to the four-^day uiuek i have been un^blr to tBka piart 
In aiudant aotlvltlea that roauire extended periods of 

tlmrj/ for BHample, student govornmflnt, plays, club actl- 3, A 6 C 

vltlesi ete^; (A)ya3t problems and unable to participate; 
(r3)ar^ma trouble; (C)nO| no problem. 

00 VPu feel your inelructors had trouble adapting instruc- 
tional matorials and lectures to longnr claaa periods? ^. A 9 C 
(A)ysS| a lot of trouble; (8)p^rhop3 noma trouble; (C)no, 

5* IB li your estimate that classroom activities: (A)uerr} 

better when claaa periods umro shorter; (o)not much dlff- 5. A - 0 C 
erant; (C)ht;ivr) been improved dua to longer claaa porioda. 

6» HCfveTyou been able to arrange sufficient study time (pre- 
paration for claaaea) at the time you needed it this term? 6. A 8 C 
(A)nO| n lot of trouble; (a)8oma trouble; (Oyes. 

7. I prefer a cless Inngth of* (A) 3 hours A.M. and 3 hours P»M.i 

(ft)ne)L munh diffcrenco for mn; (C)3;i hours A.M. and hours 7. A 9 C 
P.M.' 



a. 



6* Because of the four-day ueek i have besn able to uork for 
money: (A)1bs9; (Q)no difference or T do not work; (c)morB. 

9. )iav«. you tiud uny trouble contaoting an instructor outsidi 

of clssHi advisor or counselor that might bo attributed g . 

io the four-dfly usak scbedulo? (A)yQ9| exasperEitlng ' 
trouble; (6)aomn trouble; (c)no trouble. 

10. i:on9"ldBrlng everything i like; (A)o S-day week nchadule 

{letter; (fi)it doesn't make much diffnrsnce for me; (c)a 10. A 

'•-dev uonk achedule bettor. 

11. Assume clack-hour atudenta remained on a four-dny u^sek 
and semester-hour atudenta returnnd to a five*day week, 

kould this cause any special problem for you? if "yes" 11. A 

mssrk- A and explain on the hack of this sheet; {A)yoa, 
serloUa nroblnmr^; (n)not much difference for me; (C)no 
$>rablem. 

ir you h'dve hed some* special problem or have nutnd so'"'* rid- 
vantege br disFidvantfigo to the four-day wiek or Juat hr ya a 
commenti; u/rile it on bd':k of shost* gtudrnta that miss thia 
survey nf^jy pick up copies from Hardman or Mr. Hunter. 

9I0NATURE: 
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PART TWO 
EVALUATION BY DIVISION DEANS 



• 

ERIC . 



» 
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> SUMMARY OF EVALUATION OF FOUR -DAY WEEK BY OEANS, 
PROGRAMED I RECTORS, DEPARTMENT HEADS AND STUDENT SERVICES PERSONNEL 



METHOD 



Division deansi program dIrectorSi department heads and student 
service personnel were asked to evaluate the four-day week. The spe- 
cific request was, ''Please give me a narrative evaluation and your 
opinions of the four-day week* Suggestions: advantages, staff 
attitudes! problems, solutions, impressions etc»** 

Evalkjatlons were received from 31 of the thi rty- two requested. 
In most Instances the department heads and program chal rmen evaiuatlons 
represent la poal Ing of the opinions of the people In the department 
or program. These evaluations were then gone through and advantages, 
disadvantages or problems and suggestions or solutions written on 
cards. Duplications were sorted out and the list of major points made. 
This procedure will have a tendency to eliminate shades of meaning 
and will Include only most of the Items In the Individual evaluations. 



RESULTS 

The following sections list the extracted advantages, problems 
and suggestions. It will be noted that many Items listed under advan- 
tages are 'also listed under dtsadvantaqes or problems. These differences 
come f rom^dl f ferent people In different situations. 

I ADVANTAGES 

1. Faculty Uked the long week-end 

2. Students liked the long week-^end. 
3* Energy savedi 

4. College open to the public longer Monday through Thursday. 

S* More outside work hours available for students. 

6« Reduction of overload of students 

7. Student contact better. 

8. Cpurse scheduling was easier. 

9. Permits additional time in activity courses to develop skills, 
10* Permits short courses on Friday. 

11. Days were long enough to get around to all SIE students* 

12. F6ur to five thirty generally free for preparation, etc* 

13. An extra full day for study. 
1^*. Spves time for commuters. 

15. Athletic contests scheduled for Friday or a week-end less 
of a problem. 

16. Gives self-motivating students time for off-campus activities. 

17. Longer periods enable better use of films, etc. 
|8. Lab use better. 

19. Professional meetings usually held on week ends and less of 
a; problem. 

20. Registration and scheduling seemed easier - less time required. 
2L Long hours allowed for a continuity of thought and action* 

22« Fewer schedule changes. 
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OlSADVAKTAGES OR PROBLEHSj 

1> Reduced student activity time (This was one of the most 
frequently mentioned 1 terns ♦) 

2. Fewer students could construct schedules for a limited number 
of days. (A tabulation not reported In this study supports 
this.) 

3. S,Q,A. has had serious difficulties In scheduling meetings. 
(This may be partly solved by scheduling the students con- 
cerned Into a course SOP 111 Human Relations Leadership.) 
FIngtnd student tutors with free time was difficult, 

$• Heavier schedule when on campus made It more difficult to 
contact students/ 

6, Administration bul Idtng closed on Friday* Friday visitors 
and potential students could not secure help. 

7. Boredom effecting dorm students and disruption of mall, food 
and health services. 

8, Students unable to use learning labs and LRC due to more 
classes per day« 

9. People not as alert the las^t hours of the day. 

10. Off-campus professional meetings held the first of the week 
more of a problem. 

11. Two hours less work per week for some employees. 

12. Discussion classes with a four-day break almost Impossible. 

13. Continuity poorer In two-day per week classes. 

\k. Hard for work-study students to schedule v^ork hours. 

15. Lab, scheduling more difficult. 

16. Greater stress and fatigue. (This was one of the most fre- 
quently mentioned Items.) 

17. Good students overworked. 

18. Class periods excessively long for lectures. 

19. ^ Any outside of class activity was difficult to schedule, 

20. Skills that require more concentrated practice are more 
effectively learned In shorter periods, 

21. Early and late hours diflcult to use. 

22. Students have a heavier class load per day. 

23. Security for college property was less on Friday. 
2k. Soine errn^loyees had to work a five-day week, 

25. Instructors had difficulty getting to off-campus classes 
both classes they were taking and Instructors for, 

26. The four-day week Is not In phase with the community, 

27. Students do not use the extra day for study. 

28. Hospital time for nursing students difficult to schedule, 

29. Lab time cut chorti 

30. Less time for field trips. 

31. Less flexibility In programming classes, 

32. Trouble getting up so early In the morning, 

33. Seminars were hard to schedule. 
3'*, Danger in coming to work so early. 

35. First hour wasted - social hour. 

36. No personal transactions possible on work days. Stores 
closed, etc, 

37. Night classes made excessively long hours, 

38. Proportionately more time In class and less for preparation. 

39. Less time for Individual student contact. 
kO. No time for faculty Inservtce training, 
^1. Transportation to work problems. 
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SUGGESTIONS 

t. Use shorter class periods. 

2, Use more flexibility In hours on campus^ 

3i Use Friday for labs. 

Use car pools for protection 

S. Schedule hours for conferences with students. 

6* Use four-day week for students and five-day week for Instruc- 
tors In clock*hour programs. 

7. Return to five-day week. 

8. Cut the number of contact hours. 

9. Develop the use of physical facilities seven days a week. 

10. Hore constant contact with students needed, for example, 
three courses meeting five days per week on a modified 
quarter system. 

11. Establish a break In the class schedule around mid-day. 

12. Provide time for activities for social as well as educational 
development. 
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LAKE oiTsr ccwnmiw ooiimB 

BVALtJATICW OF rOUR-DAY \im 
DmSICN DEANS 

OPPIOB OP BUSINESS SERVICES 
K&xlna Sparknan 

t<\e wajorlty of the employees workijng In this department ai'e in 
favor of the four-day veek. Of the twelve employed, nine are In favor 
of, tvo are not in favor of, and one is nettral, 

As far as this department is concerned, the only advantages were 
conservation of energy such as gasoline, fViel oil and electrloity, a 
shorter work week, and an additional day off from work for employees. 

The disadvantages found with the four-day week can be categorized 
by disadvantages related to the college and those related to the employees. 
Ihe disadvantages relating directly to college ftmetions are as follows t 

(1 ) Due to certain buildings having to remain open, some employees 
had to remain on a five-day week. Having varied work sche- 
dules created payroll and leave problems for the business office . 

(2) Due to hours established for the four-day week, there were two 
less work hovufs per week for each employee. 

(3) Due to so few employees being on campus on Friday, there was 
a minimum amount of security of college property and grounds 
on that day. While no particular problems developed as a re- 
sult of this, the possibility for probleros was greater. 

(h) Duo to having a compulsory Food Service plan for dormitory 

resident students, the cafeteria had to remain open on Fridays . 
this procedure was a disadvantage to some dormitory students 
and an advantage to others. 

The disadvantages relating directly to the Individual employees are 
as follows t 

(1 ) Several employees had baby sitter problems. 

(2) One employee had a non-driving rider on a different wc^rk 
schedule, 

(3) Some employees felt daily hours were too long for maximum 
productivity. 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 
DIVISION DEANS 



DEAN OF STUDENT SERVICES 
Raymond R« Sessions 



The foUfday week appears to have been an Interesting and 
valuable experiment » 

The obTvlous conclusion Is that the majority of students and 
faculty liked It, The assumption would be that this Indicates 
they like It better than the five-day week. This assumption, 
like the conclusion, Is probably accurate. However we Interpret 
the results of the survey of opinions, etc*, we must, I believe, 
recognize the considerable number of persons who , for various 
reasons, prefer a system different from the majority. 

If for no other reason than the need to keep enrollment up, 
these persons, faculty and students, must be given proper consid- 
eration. Fx)rtunately, It now appears we will have a choice whereas 
for a period It appeared that fuel shortages would make preferences 
almost Irrelevant. 

One other observation Is Important, I believe, before my 
conclusion Is drawn. It Is that whatever persons may say about 
the ease or discomfort of the four-day week, the record needs 
to show that many who expressed distaste for the change were ex- 
pressing, p:erhaps unknowingly, an opinion about "change". It 
Is one thing to be on a four-day week, It Is another to change 
abruptly to a four-day week. The mixed up work schedules, the 
Increased work of designing a new system, the accldi^ntal colncl- 
dentals of daylight savings time and foggy mornings all had some 
negative Impact on the opinions of those trying to evaluate the 
"four-day week". These types of things will occur In such a change 
regardless of the efforts of all Involved to plan ahead. 

Our own President Is fond of saying that "we can teach It 
round or flat". My feelings of the four-day week are much like 
that. However, I strongly believe that the best way Is neither 
a four-day or a five-day week, I conclude that we should give 
further study of managing this Institution to the needs of the 
people we serve, "Different strokes for different folks," Some 
should perhaps operate on a four-day system, some on a five-day, 
and some on; some other arrangement. Probably the college needs 
to remain open long hours most of the week. It will be a "mess" 
In some ways to administer but that Is where the future Is. My 
compliments to the President, the faculty, staff and students 
for the 1 r cooperation In this experiment, 
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LAKE CIW CCMMUNITT COLLKIB 
SVAUUATIOM OF IHB FOUR-OAX WEEK BX 
DimiCN DEANS 

TBCHNldAL DIVISICN 
HeAert Attaway 



Advantages of the four-day weekt 

a* Certain students, most Olook-hour and Semester-hour students viixo 
wttst work to go to school, appear to favor U-day week, 

b* Olook-hour teachers like the ^th day to do paper work of all • 
ktadfl, etc. (This Is the present U-day student and ?Mlay 
teacher we^ fi>r caock4iow IVograjPW 



Disadvantages of the four -day weeki i 

a« Certain senesber-hour students^ nurses for exa:ni>lei feel ; 

pressed— too imich material oramed Ijnto a shorter tljne span*; 

I. 

b. Some Semester -hour teachers, other than nurses, feel that 
tlwe pressure is too great, even though a number of their si^i- 
dents appear to like the l^^day week. / 



IVoblems created by the four -day weekt 

a. No time for inservice training, courses on how to teach or to 
prepare performance objectives, course syllabi, etc» In- 
service tralnljig did not exist in Technical Division In Spring 
semester 1973-7«» 

bi Not as imioh time for teacher-student counseling"Students and 
teachers absorbed with direct class activities. 



Estimate of staff attitude toward four-day weekt 

MtKedi Most all like the day off, A goodly nuinber do not IJJce the 
educational consequences * Itoo much crowded Into too little time. 



Other items or coiwnentt 

My overall view isi except for isolated programs, the ^-day week is 
more productive of educational excellence* 
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LAKE cm oammm coLLme 

ISVALUATION OF THS FOIR-DAX WSQC BI 
DIVISION DBAN3 



TOANSFBR DIVISION 
Waltw A. Rarnell 

The foui»-day week seemed to be a fairly successful experiment 
for the Transfer Division. As we progressed through the terw I noted 
expressions of both satlsfaoti'^n and discontent on the part of stu- 
dents and faculty. Students and faculty were Concerned that sowe ac- 
tivities which were possible during the five-day week were made In- 
possible or very difficult during the four-day week. EScanples of such 
activities aret Otie reduced activity of use of the LRO, of the In- 
dividualized Instruction labs, of conferences between student and 
Instructor, etc. Faculty mentoers complained of the Increased pressures 
exerted by the four-day schedule, that is, proportionately more time 
was spent in the classroom thereby reducing the amount of time avail- 
able for preparation of materials and for conferences. A four-day 
week does seem to quicken the pace of college life somewhat. Che 
effect noted was that fewer students were able to construct schedules 
with a limited number of daysj for Instance, previously, large nuntoers 
of students constructed three-day schedules, relatively few could work 
out a full-time load on a two-day schedule. The net effect was to re- 
duce the total number of hours any one student could take on a four- 
day schedule and this was evident In the fact that I signed very few 
overload requests. 

On the positive side many students liked the opportunity to 
compress five days of Instruction Into four days, thus allowing addit- 
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ional tl»9 to work, Hany faculty nombers also apparently appreoiatod 
the long 'week-ond afforded by the fow-day week but some olalmed that 
they had ito work additional houro on the week-end to catch up on 
the work:thoy could not complete duriiig the regular week, One diffi- 
culty that should be noted was the necessity to more carefully 
scrutinize the hours spent on campus by faculty meiiibors. The fac- 
ulty probably spent more tine on campus, but only against theljr will. 
It would .seen a good policy in a future experiment such as this to not 
establish rigid requirements for hours on campus, For those of us 
who made a dUigeA effort to bo present for the mi ten (10) houro 
each day, it proved to be a somewhat tirljig experience. I had a 
night class in addition to my responsibilities durijig the day and this 
especially proved to be a tiring experience. It is very difficult 
to work \intil 5 1 30 and then meet a 6j30 evening class. One probably 
psychological effect was derived from the necessity of arriving at 
school at dawn and leaving at near dark. Ihis actively cancelled 
out the possibility of stopping In town to take of ajiy kind of 
business .before closing hours of businesses. It vas also noted that 
some secretaries were apprehensive about traveling in the dark and 
about ent.wlng dark buildings In the early morning hours. 

Agftinf, on the positive side it seemed that the long hours 
allowed fpr a continuity of thought and Action that provided the, 
conditions for somewhat increased productivity. Another dlfflaaty 
that >ras levldent was the reduced amount of time available for tjownltte*. 

4 

meetings,; special events, etc. It should be noted howovcjr, in regards 
to special events, that those activiti«s which were scheduled during 



olaos hours had atiendanoe as hl^h as when schedule durijig student 
activity periods . 

It would seem that the four -day vfeok would be more suocessful 
1ft 1 ) shorter class periods were used, 2) faculty members and ad" 
mlnlstrators were allowed wore flexibility In hours on campus, 3) labs 
could be opened on Friday, k) personnel could be urged to use car 
pools for personal protection If for no other reason, 5) a careful 
schedule of hours for purposes of conferences between Instructor and 
student could be worked out. 
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LAKE CJTY COHHUNITY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK BY 
TECHNICAL DIVISION PROGRAM CHAIRMEN 

* AUTO BODY PROGRAM 
Doxter Harris 



K Advantages of the four-day weeks 

a. Allows the student one day off for part time Jobs» 

b, Allows the students work time In the shop to be In longer 
unbroken periods « 



2* Disadvantages of the four-day week: 

a« Caused us to have three more contact hours by not having 

activity periods* This time was needed for communications with 
others on campus and preparation time, 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK BY 
TECHNICAL DIVISION PROGRAM CHAIRMEN 



AUTO MECHANICS PROGRAM 
Emerson Blodgett 



1. Advantages of the four-day week! 

a. Longer lab periods. Student could finish long projects 
In one day. 

2. Disadvantages of the four-day weekt 

a. Loss of work-study students at the time we needed them most. 

3. Problems created by the four-day week: 
a. Meetings were difficult to schedule. 

•i. Estimate of staff attitude toward four-day week: 
a . Good . 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK BY 
TECHNICAL DIVISION PROGRAM CHAIRMEN 



AVIATION PROGRAM 
Wayne Duke 



!• Advantages of the four-day weeks 

a. Students work Friday and Saturday. 

2, Disadvantages of the four-day week; 

a. Fatigue. Students and Instructors get tired. 

3* Problems created by the four-day week: 
a. Getting to school on time In morning. 



ERIC 
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LAKE OITT OCWMirNITX COLLPQE 
BVALaATlON OF FOUR-OAT Mm 
TOCHNIOAL Division PROQRAM CHAIFMEN 

BRICK & BLOCK PROGRAM 
Austin Johnson 

1 . Advantages of the four -day week* 

You can work on your plans for the follo>rtJig week, also recruit. 

2. Disadvantages of the four-day weekt 
Strain Impact on the students. 

3. Problems created by the four-day weekt 
None. 

U. Sstlinate of staff attitude toward four-day weekt 
ISveryone seemed to be In favor of it. 

5. Other- items or comment t 

I think the four-day week should be carried on In the Fall. 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK BY 
TECHNICAL DIVISION PROGRAM CHAIRMEN 

BUSINESS PROGRAMS 
Bob Collins 



!• Advantages of the four-day weekj 

a. Let student off to work, but as far as school - have to cover 
more material - bad for motor skills. 

b. Teachers talk about things in general - both good and bad, 

2. Disadvantages of the four-day weeks 

a. Business seminars hard to hold. 

b. Tired on Friday. 

c. Need to work Friday anyway, and did several times. ' 

d. First hour wasted - social hour* 

e. Danger In coming to work - faculty and students* 



3. Problems created by the four-day week: 

No club meetings - didn't get to know students as well* 



4. Estimate of staff attitude toward four-day weeki 
Problem with children - coordinating school, etc. 



5. Other items or comments 



a. Loss of one teacher In accounting - had time to look for job. 

b. Afternoon hours not bad - work anyway, but early hours rough. 

c. None of the teachers really gun-ho on four-day. Voted for 

It but If had to vote again would vote for five-day unless the 
four-day was a help to the college. 
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lAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK BY 
TECHNICAL DIVISION PROGRAM CHAIRMEN 



COSMETOLOGY PROGRAM 
Jeanne Rehberg 



!• Advantages of the four-day week: 

a. Students utilize their lab time to a better advantage. 

b. Enables students to work on part-time jobs, 

c. Married students like having Monday f<« getting home in order etc, 

d. Almost all cosmetology seminars are held Saturday through Monday. 



2, Disadvantages of the four-day weeks 

If there are any disadvantages (I'm not aware of any) they are so 
insignificant as compared to the advantages, 



3i Problems created by the four-day week? 

There is the matter of rescheduling theory and lab hours* which really 
isn't a major problem. Had anticipated transportation difficulties 
during Spring Semester > since the busses would not be running on 
Friday » but this was solved without any problem. 



A. Estimate of staff attitude toward four-day weckt 

Mr, Monoit, Mrs. Owens and myself had and still do have a positive 
attitude toward four-day week for the students. 



5, Other items or commentj 

All of the clock hour instructors need at least one full work day 
in order to be able to complete some of the following) 

a. Complete attendance, services and grade records on each student » 

b. ^ Updating the curriculum. 

c. Interviewing applicants, 

d. Taking care of the many reports required by the Dean's office* 
L.C.CC. Registrar, Pla. State Board of Cosmetology and etc. 

e. Working with Media-Technician from L.R.C. 

The preceeding items are just a few of the many tasks we work on 
this one day without students . 
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LAKB om camim colleob 

VALUATION OF m FOUR-DAy kiSac BCf 
TTOHNICAL DXVISICW PRCORAM GHAlfMQI 



PORISTfDC roOORAM 
Walter Khudaon 



1. 

2. 
3. 



Advantagos of the four-day wookj Many Forestry labs involve cheek- 
ing out oqulpaent and/or travel. By having fewer, longer labs we 
have more useable lab time, Also, we use quite a number of films 
along with a leoture, With the longer lecture periods, time is avail- 
able to dlaofuss films the sane period that they are sho^m. 

Disadvantages of the four-dey weekt Some people have trouble getting 
up in the morning* 

Problems created by the four-day weekt Applicants quite often request 
testing and Interview on Fridays. Howerver, there has been no problem 
having these persons come In on a different wedk day, Ihe interview 
forms could be changed to Indicate this and save correspondence, 

TSstlmate of staff attitude toward fow-day weekt I have talked with 
the Forestry staff, and In general they feel as I do . 

Other items or comruentt I feel that a four-dajr week is good for 
the morale of the staff. It allovrs time to take care of personal 
tasks that cannot be done on a weekend. 
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UKB OITT CCWMimm COLLmB 
BVAUIATION OF TOS FOUR-DAY WB3C BT 
TBCHNIOAL DIVISION PROORAM OHAIfMEN 

OOLF & LANDS0AP8 PROORAM 
Dr. Oane 0. Nutter 



1 . .Advantages of tfce four-day weekt 

a. Good for self -motivating students who like more time for 
■ off-camms activities . Including jobs, sports, etc. 

saves tine and expenses for those who coumute. 
.0. Ihe extra day is desirable for personal planning and 
activities for both students and staff. 

2. Disadvantages of the four -day weekt 

"a. Less flexibility in progranming classes, 

b. Less time for extra-currictaar activity (on campus). 
:c. Less time to counsel students ' 
d. Less time to plan and administer programs, 

3. Problems created by the four-day weekt 

a. Less time for field days and student tripe, 

b. Sacrifice to students ixi total learning experience, 
0, Lab time out short" — — * — 

d. Accumulative drain on faculty and staff from continuous 
long days. 

h, Sstlmate of staff attitude toward four-day weekt 

Not totally as favorably to students instruct ionally as the 
5-day week as It was thrust upon us in Spring term *73, 

Other items or comment t 

One of real problem? of the Spring term experience was that 
we did not have any time to prepare for the new format, this 
was a drastic change with very short notice. Vary likely 
better use of the U-day week would come with experience and 
time to plan, thus offsetting some of the above disadvantages. 
Effective performance objectives probably would help to 
make more efficient use of h-day week. 
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LAKB OIIY CCMMUNITT COLLiaB 
BVAIAJATICN OP FOUR-DAt WEEK Bt 
TECHNICAL DIVISION mCQRAM CHAIFMEM 

HUftSDW PRCORAM 
Ghxystal Oallupa 



1, Adyantages of the four-day weekj 
a, actra fiai day for study. 



2, Disadvantages of the four-day weekt 

a. No time for campas activities, 

b. Hospital ttoe for experiences could not always coincide with 
l(-day week. 

0, Academic load for Ist year nursing students was heavy - no 
tine for Indirldttal conferences. 

3, ft-oblems created by the four^ay weeki 

a. Students did not always use extra day for study, 

b, OB and Peds, were k-^ doya depending on available experiences 
for students. 

0. In nursing - need absorption time as well as hours— this was not 
available. 

U, Estimate of staff attitude toward four -day weekj 

a, lO-hour day is exhausting to Instructors which limits amount of 
work which can be accomplished. 

^, Other items or comnentt 

a. Attrition rate in nursing this semester at high— students took 
advantage of extra day "off". 



125 



LAKE CITf CCMMUNim COU^fiOB 
bmUATICN OF TOB FOUH-DAY V/BEX Kf 
TBCHHICAI. DIVISIOH PROftHAM CHAHWBN 

PARK MAKAOE«E«T FROOUAM 
Bill Alesmndor 

1 1 Advtmtages ot the four^day veeki 

2, Disadvcgitagos of the four-day weeki 

a. Not in liiaae with other busl^essos. 

b. Hight olaeees make 12 hours* 
0* lU-hour work day> somettoos* 

3. IVobleitts created by the four-day woeki 
a. ^-day field trips In question • 

It. Estimate of staff attitude tcwaard four -day weekt 
a. Like 3 -day weekend* 

5. Other items or coimentt 

I am for the 5*4ay work woek with a l^-day, t's hour class schedule 
for Clock-Hour Courses t 
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LAKE OITT OCHMUIIIIY CaLEOK 
BVALUATICN OP POUR-DAY WEEK B? 
TSCHNIOAl DIVISION PROGRAM CHAUMEII 

SIB FROQRAM 
SLbeH Long 



1« Advantages of the four-day weekt 

*^ students worked out, and have tine 

to visit aore students on-Job-tralnlng and oone back to college to 
get work dono. Por my program it Is good. 



2. Disadvantages of the four-day weekt 

?X! Clook-hour tostruotors so they cannot 

tajce many off-carjiws courses to up-grade themselves. Students !jp.ve 
to go long hours and JjTistructors are tired In evenliig, 

3. Problems oreated by the four-<iay weeki 

only problems were When we began l*-day week. Otherwise it is good 
for wy type of work. 

U. Sstlmate of staff attitude toward four-day weOki 

Technical Division likes it, but for those who need professional 
courses it could hurt them. (This is from my point of view). 



5. Other items or conmenti 

I believe I can continue the U-day week and come back on BViday 
mornings to work with paper work and such. 
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LAKB OITI CCMMUNIIY OOLLSJE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WBliK BT 
TECHNICAL DIVISICW PROGRAM GHAUWEM 

WELDirW PROdRAM 
WUllain D. Holt 

1 . Advantages of the fetu'-day v;eekt 

a. Allows tho student time to work on his part-time jobs, 

b. Saves ne gas in truck and vear on tires, 

c. Not using as muoh eleotrioity in building j saves College rncney, 

2. Disadvantages x)f the four-day weekt 
a. None 

3. Problems created by the four-day weekt 
a. None 

li. Estimate of staff attitude toward fow-day weokt 
a. Most I've talked to itt»efor it. 
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EVALUATION BY TRANSFER DIVISION DEPARTMENT HEADS 
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lAKS OITT iXWMONITY COILBUS 
B7ALUATI0H OP THE FOUR-D\Y VHSSX BI 
TRANSFER DIVISION DBPARMaiT HEADS 

EJWLISH DBPARIMH»T 
'forry A. Babb 

I am In favor of contlJiuljig the four-day week, beoausa I 
believe that the weaknoasea we disoovored this year can be over 
come with bettor planning. So long as teachers are wllWng to 
do as much (but no more) work In four daya as they normally do 
on five, then l believe the four-day week should be continued. 
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LAKE cm CCKHUNm COLLEGE 
EV«.rjATION OF THE TOtfR-DAY \<m BY 
TRANSFER DIVISION DEPARTJ^EWT HEADS 



HUMANITIBS DEPARTMEKT 
Cttherlne H, Sorensen 



The Instructor in all the treae of the Humanities Department— Hunanitiea 
Art-Mueio, Humanities Philoaophy-Relij^ion , Art, Music, Speech-Theatre, and 
fbMign Language8"»re in agreement thatHhe disadvantages of the four- 
dajr week oatveigh its advantages* 

In discussions with students in classes in the department « it has been 
determined, that students In two categories in particuJ f>r complain of the 
four-day weekt students who maintain higher grade averages and work- 
study students* 

Faculty mesibers agree on the following general disadvantages t (1) The 
long class: periods on Tuesday and Thursday have been acceptable for 
faculty members may nomally be scheduled for two of these periods on 
these days, but, with the four-day week it is necessary for faculty 
members to- be scheduled for three of these classes on the same day, 
frequently with two of the oIaise«i back to back, with resultant depletion 
of the energy to the point that t 'I'eotiveness Is bowpromisedi 

(2) Students who have threi^ or even foui; classes on the same day (there 
are five periods in a day) have the same problem of depletion of energy; 

(3) The early and late hours of the day before and after classes can not 
be properly used because students are not available for conferences and 
because faculty members after teaching three long classes are too 
exhausted to make proper use of their time. 

Tn addition to these general disadvantages, there are specific disadvantages 
evident in special areas of department activities* The following are the 
most strikingt (1) In classes that emphasize skills requiring concentrated 
practice, such as the first two semesters of foreign language or college 
choir, it is much more effective to have students for three shorter periods 
a week rather than for two long periods j (2) In classes that require 
library research as in preparation of discussion materials for speech and 
forenslca it is difficult for the students to find enough time or energy 
to use the; library as they go from one class to another with the five- 
period day (Hunan nature being what it Is, the students fail to come back 
to the camjpus to use the library on Friday)} (3) In classes such as 
music and theatre that require outside practice and rehearsals it is 
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difficult to achedulo rehearaala in th© late afternoon aa faculty and atudents 
allko nre sufferlnp flrom fatlpue at the end of the long. day. 

Inatraotors in the dispartment in their role aa wewbera of the Fino Arts 
Committee of the college have experienced especial difficulty In ocheduling 
cultural activltlea since the four-day week does not permit the scheduling 
of an activity period such as was available in the past two days a week 
for presentation of programs by college or visiting groups in tho area 
of music, art| and the theatre* 
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LAKE cm ommm coLLmB 

BV.\LUATICN OP TOE FOUR-DAI WBS3C Hf 
TRANSFBR DIVISION DEPAMJIEHf HEADS 

MATHEMATICS DEPARmENT 
Robert HoDonald 



Mathematios Department are generally divided 
oonownlngjthe U-day week. Two tortruotors are mildly in favor and two 
S^Ji.^? *r? opposed to it. N© one Is vehanently opposed or 

f f JSf??^'''' Ji"^ department have eaeUy ad- 

l^weSk 1^ ^ ^* ^^^^^ readjust to the normal 

«^t,*LS r?*^°*°'', "0 educational advantage to the Ii^ay 

l^r^KJI^I* £f ^ * ^0"^ llvel math co^e, 

JhS«^ $«t4«S?^ *£? ^^''^ (Wednesday, Monday or 

STbIM St^UTSeeS^ ^^'^ '^^^ "'^^ ^^^^^ - 

^ Anotheij disadvantage of the U-day week was the difficulty we had to 

^^*^!^?^«5iJ^^i?'*^*'^ ^* qualified students did 

^jLi!r resulted to fewer 

rtttdents uatog the Math as a study area. Also, I had fewer students 

*f y ^^^f}**® y^ours. One possible reason could 

be that the^ had no time between 8 and U and were unwllltog to stay on 
campus fron^ 4*5 OO, 

«««+2**lS4£!*fll*T^ r*"* of material was pre. 

I J'^S* ^"^^y* previously presented. Office hours 

^ ^'^^ tostructor had more 
•^private" hpurs for grading, preparation, etc. Che teaching disadvantaee 
was whCT. ani tostructor had three day classes and tha.i vas^sl«ned a 
night olassj the sane day. !Bils would amount to 7k hours of tSchto.^ 
which is a bather difficult load. « v^onjji^, 

An ft^i'^'^i^r^J"?J "^^S^^" ^f.^!?^* ""^^^^ ^^^""^ ^3 « significant savtogs 
to fuel, electricity, etc., which was the purpose of the li -day week thtt 
we should return to the traditional ^^iay Seek. ^ ' 

t 
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LAKU CITY COMMUN ri7 COLLMCM 
DVALUMION OF Tllli POUK-DAV WEEK BY 
TRANSFER DIVISION DEPARTMENT HEADS 

PHYSICAL EDUCATION DEPARTMENT 
BILL MCGILL 



!• P^irtnit short coursos on Friday. 

2. Good for Athletics that have Friday and weekend contests 
away from Lake Citv. . J 



3. Permits additional time in activity Physical Education 
courses to develop skills. 



Disadvantages : 

1. To much time for throe hour lecture classes. 

2i Due to the fact that we teach activity courses with 

two hour activity and one hour credit, it crowds our day 
and week where we have only four free planning periods 
and no lunch time, 

3. Little or no time for planning committee workr or student 
advising. 

Impressions t 

1. Good students were over worked with little time. 

2. Students activities were almost non-existent. 

3. Very hard on dorm students/ wo place them in a very unworkable 
situation. 

4. Disruption of: food service, mail service, health service. 
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■ 

staff A^ttitudoa i 

1. Stajff completely fatigued at close of day and week. 

2. Wo pan»t see that advantages ovor-ride the many dis- 
ndvhntagps. 

Solutions I 

1. Cut, number of contact hours in Physical Education. 

2. Retjurn to five day, week. 



Wo recommend a return to a five day week. 
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LAKIC CITY COMMUNITY COIJ.EGK 
Evaluation of the Four- Day WooU by Transfer 
Division Dopartniont Heads 

READING DEPARTMENT 

Herbert Hoffmann 

The following observations and judgements arc noted relative to the efficacy 
the spring term four -day week oxporimont! 

1. Course schedvillng for advisees appeared much easlor and n\ove moan- 
ingful for students. Daily times for courses were tlie same regardless 
of the T-Th or M-W offerings. 

2» An examination of records lndlca|:ei that a majority of instructors in 

the department met and/or exceeded the hours on campus recommended 
by the President. 

3» A majority of department instructors used several non-work daya 

(Friday /Saturday) for attendance and/or participation in conferences or 
other visitation directly related to the area of specialization. This was 
a plus factor In that no contact time with students was lost. 

4. A comparison of ond*of-term departmental course grades Indicates no 
significant deviation above or below those issued in previous terms. 
Student achievement of prescribed skills proficiency was as high as it 
had been previously. 

5. Student attendance in reading department courses was not adversely 
affected by the experimental program* No problems directly attributable 
to the program were noted, 

6. A si/eable majority (based on inforn^al departmental survey instrument 
and instructor judgement of Interaction) Indicated a healthy student at- 
titude for the experiment. There were several students who were in op- 
position to the program due to time constraints for lab and /or contact 
hour program requirements. 

7. Instructor availability for conferences, meetings, advising, counseling, 
etc. . • .appeared superior when cotnpared with previous lern^s. A 
nmjority of department instructors foU student-contact and instructor- 
student interaction was better than in previous terms. 

8. All instructors in the department noted a fatigue factor the first week 
or so. This appeared to decline substantially, iiowever, as the term 
progressed. It is noted that a majority of instructors appeared more 
alert and creative on Monday* s more eager and desirous of improving 
the existing department, its courses and student programs. ^ 
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Uftuding dupai'tinont instructors indicated no adverse affects o£ the 
overall reading program rather, the program quality is improved 
over that which existed earlier. Instructors attribute the improve- 
ment to the four-day week and more specifically to the reasons cited 
in 8 above. 

The resources of the reading center were utilliied to about the same 
degree as was noted during the conventional 5 day week programs. 
No reduction in the percentage of student utilization was noted, although 
the spring term enrollment in reading was lower than the enrollment 
for spring 1973 terms. 

Instructors indicated that Friday becanie a day for a wide assortment 
of things to do shopping, cleaning, conferences, personal business, 
etc. . . They welcomed the opportunity to transact business and do^'what 
needed doing". 

It Is recognized that some departments or some activities and/or programs 
would experience difficulties and require modification to a greater degree 
than we experienced. A majority of department instructors support the 
four-day week concept. Change is as inevitable as taxes. Some educators 
act as though educational progress can be made or achieved without change. 
They cheer educational progress as long as it doesn't really change their 
ways of doing things. 

In education, too often, we "progress" by changing the name and keeping 
the practice the same. Educators must learn to learr. to change some 
practices to do things differently to do things better. We can 
change we can progress when and if we master the skill of change. 
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lAXB cm CCMMUNIW COLLBaB 
EVALUATION OP IHB rODR-DAY WBBK 
niANSFlA DIVISION OBPlUllMBfT READS 

S0IB40E DBPARTMSMT 
Tbn Rowand 



1^0 overall reaction by fatmXty and students has been good. There 
has booji an overall reduction of overload of students. Ihe class 
sessions function veil. ![here has been some oranp in laboratory 
scheduling . 

I feel the stress that has ooourred has been prliiarlly with non- 
olass activities. Ihe student must do nore {reparation on the week- 
end rather than between classes. It has been harder for work-study 
students to schedule as many hours of work. 

Ihe faculty has expressed being nore exhausted at night and being 
involved with more take-home work on weekends. 

I am personally concerned about a means being developed so that 
physical faoilitjes may be used on seven-day basis. 
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LAXS OITT OCMHUNITr COLLmS 
S7AMJATICN OF TOB POOR-DAI WIW Of 
TRANSm Dm3I0N DSPARQfaiT HSADS 

SOOIAL SOXBNOB DBFAR!man* 
BUI Baek 

As an aotdenlo issaO) the Soolal Solenoes Dapartnmt faoultf ballave 
that the four-day waek had far wore negative aepeots than positive. We be- 
llerve that our particular student body would benefit tf<m additional oontaot 
with us and the college envlronnent rather than less. Ihouglh we can place 
the responsibUlty for this contact on the student, nonethAess we realise 
that in most Inirtances, nany of our students will reduce their tiae on caapas 
to an absolute nlnlaon for a variety of reasons. As we presented our ideas 
to the Transfer Division we cane to find that it seened reasonitble that, In 
fact, our students wl^ benefit ftpom a type of quarter system where they 
took fewer courses each terw but were In «ore constant contact with each 
of their instructors! thus a student night enroll In three courses anl Heet 
with the instructor five days a week. 

Tn terms of benefits, one faculty menber believes that he Is ^le to 
handle his material to blocks of one and one-half hours more effectively. 
By the sane token he believes with other departmental faculty that the stu- 
dents do not care for olasses that long In duration. We all agree that to 
terms of conttoiulty the two day a we^ classes were very poor. We slmiay 
believe there Is a greater degree of continuity three days a week than two, 
m olassoa where discussion Is a major feature, the two day a week olasses 
wero all but Impossible to conduct, » 

Ohough not responsible for the LRO and Ehgllsh Lab, we are distressed 
at the decreased use of these facilities and are comrtooed this is due to 
the four-day week and the students view that the less time on caapas 
the better* 



PART FIVE 

EVALUATION BY STUDENT SERVICES PERSONNEL 



; LAKE CItY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

; EVALUATION OP THE FOUR-DAV WEEK BY 

\ STUDENT SERVICES PERSONNEL 

♦ 

> ADMISSIONS 

Martha B. Brown 

The fojur-day week has worked aatlafactorlly In thle office. 
There have been no complaints from the ataff ; although toward 
the end of the aeoeater we began to feel very tired. We also 
heard Icoamenta from other staff members complaining of fatlque. 

The only disadvantage directly related to this office was 
having; no one on caiftpus on Friday when out of tovn prospective 
students wished to visit « These Instances were rare» and when 
we kpew of the Intended visit, we arranged to meet the 
studenit on canpus on Friday or Saturday < 

There 'were no real probleins as for as we were concerned, and we 
have ngot heard any significant comments regarding inconveniences 
or harjishlpse We did notice a savings in gasoline for trans- 
portation* 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
Evaluation of the Pour Day Week 
By 

Student Services Personnel 
Financial Aid 
LaVon Wright 



I personally enjoyed having Friday off. However, I do not 
feel that this schedule should be pursued in the future for 
the following reasons t 

(1) I did not get as much work done as I did when we 
were on the 5 day week. During the last hour of 
the day, because of long hours, my mind was not 
alert. 

(2) Most of my financial aid meetings are held during 
the early part of the week. In many Instances I 
would only be accessible to students for two days, 
during those weeks when I had to attend meetings. 

(3) Students had difficulty in putting in College 
Work Study hours. The commuting students and 
students working on campus, with their class 
schedule, putting in more than ten hours was an 
Impossible task. 

(4) In my talking with students the four day week did 
not meet their needs - no time for extra activities, 
no time during the day for the library, no time 

to work, et<J. 
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LAKE cm CCMMUNITT COLLHJB 
EVMJjmm OP IHB POOR-DAy WB2K FC 
STtJDEMT SBRVIQ83 FSftSCKMBIi 

Biwaanl 7. Bnmnei* 



Advantage! Ihreo-day waeVsnd 

More outside vforlc hours available to working students 

Disadvantage t Students unable to utilize services because of compressed 
schedule i (l) ^nitorsi (2) Learning laboratories! (3) LRO| 
(U) Career Center} (^) SQA Meetings) (6) Ihtramrals} 
(7) Student Activities] and (8) Define canpus shows. 

IVoblema t Boredom effecting dorm students 

Fatigue of personnel after UtOO p.m. limiting efflolenoy 

Bat, of Staff Attitude t If this Is the way we are supposed to do it, 

we'll glva it a try. 



LAKE CITV COMMUNITY COLLEGE 

EVALUATION OP THE FOUR-DAY WEEK BY 

STUDENT SERVICES PERSONNEL 

Health Service 
Diane Alkeni R^N. 

Generally I my opinion o£ the four-day week Is negative* 
From the Faculty and Sta££ standpoint! Many expressed the 
opinion that they became tired around 4-4)30 and past this 
time not able to work as efficiently. I found this true of 
myself. Others expressed that they enjoyed the 3 day week** 
end but really were exausted at the end of 4 days and needed 
It. As a club sponsor, I found It Interf erred with the 
activity of our club(BCM). Many members could not meet. 
Communication was also a problem. The club felt they weren't 
as effective last semester and blamed It on not having a 
convenient meeting time. 

Many students (except those Involved In extra-curricular 
activities) seemed pleased with the four day week expeclally 
those that were able to go home more often due to the longer 
week-end, and those who work on weekends. 

0 



LAKE om OCMMUMITO 00LL1»B 
BVAUJATION OF POUR-DAy WEEK BT 

smmt SERVICES fcrsonnel 



RED2STRAR 
Al Dan& 



ADVANIAQB3 of the tt»Day OlasflAterk Sohedule i 

1 . Monday throuf^ Itoursday we were open longer to the publio for 
vialtora, telephone calls and our current erbudenta for flervioltg 
\mtll 5130 p.m. Inrtead of the previous olosjj^ tlae of lit30 p.m. 

2. the registration petews the Schedule of Courses seemed easier 
for the student to Intrepret (M-W, T-lh) over the traditional 

schedule (K-W-P, T-lh), Students conpleted registration In less 

tljne, 

3. Sdjedule Changes (Add/Drops) were less. Classes seened to settle 
down (itticker than preivious t etnas. 

h* lb tal stttSent withdrawals! 



Spring »73 Headoount - 181$ 
Spring »73 Withdraws - 16I 

TOT % WD's - e.87 

Work production in the office seemed to me to be the sane. 

6. anployees were on tiwe to work at 7i30 and were offcen late on the 
5-day week and had to remain after hours to make up their work time, 

7. Student traffic coning to the office seemed less. Telephone in- 
quix'les from students seerted more. 

8. Over the four month period, I believe students and staff eo»aa«its 
reflected they liked the UKiay schedule better than the previous 
5-day schedule, 

DISADVAN!EAQSS of the U-day Class/Work Schedule » 

1, Fatigue, work performance and staff morale appeared toward the 
end of the week In late afternoon. 

2. Our office work-study otudents Indicated they liked the U-day 



SprljQg nh Headoount • 19^0 
Spring »7ii Withdraws • _M 




aohedule but had difficulty achedulljig all thetr work howo e&oh 
week. They caught-up or «ade-up work hours dwing the break after 
the tern was over. Rrom the student's point of view this Is a 
disadvantage but was an advantage for oS office. 

recoivliig telephone calls and walk-to traffic on Blriday. 
SUWAIg i 

^ • i,*'!Si?,5T^^?' t 0^*" Bohedule but allowljig our office the 
flexibility io hav^ sotte staff work the lO 'bourAtlay week and 
others work the 8 hour/jniay week. 't-^ 
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LAKB orrr caoroNiTr cou,inB 

B7AUJATI0N OP TOE FODR-DAJ WBK Kf 

Bmm ssRvioBs pSRscimBL 

3P80IAL SBRVI0B3 
Um» J. WUllans 

It Is nqr oonslddred opinion, that the four-day weak vaa de- 
sirable. Howew, I fed. the evaluation of tho ejretem fron the 
students' point of view, ahould carry more weli^t than tron the 
staff's evaluat lone. 

Ihe staff's viewpoints are mixed toward the four-day we*k. 
These viewpoints rwjged f^om nost desirable to totally tine con- 
sunlng, I guess the biggest diwenalon of consideration on the 
four-day week was laok of tlue to see students for oouns«li^. 
Tn the opinion of the staff, scheduling of classes hour after 
hour without a break almost made It inposeible to see students 
that we wanted to see for various reasons, Ihls resulted la 
our having one of two problews in seeing various students. One, 
they were either In classes one after another i second, they 
were not on canpus because they did not have classes at all that 
day. That was a real ppoblem In seeing needed students for 
regular scheduled activities via Special Services. 

The four-day week presented us with another la^blera, that of 
finding tutors. For many of those students who served as studcttt 
tutors the fall senester, ultimately had to discontinue tutorli^ 
due to their class sohedulij^. 

If I might make u reoonmendatlon, I would like to see a 
break in the class schedule around mid -day, I sincerely fetfL 
that this would break the isonotoi^ of long class hours i it would 
also give those students >fto want a lunch break to have one, but 
due to class scheduling could not work one in. This would also 
give the advisors a chance to see their advisees for a scheduled 
appointment, and give the students an opportunity for some student 
activities. I would strotijsly encourage the break, if we are to 
Implement the four -day week again. 
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UKE OIW CCMMDNm C0LLBQ8 
BVAWJAWON OF Wl PCOR-DAT WBE5C BT 
SIUDSKT SBRVX0B3 FEStSONNKL 

SlODEJra AOnVITlES 
BAvard flonter 

Regarding, the Ismxe of the UWay week, it Is opinion that tb« 
majority of people, both students and staff, fall Into one of tvo 
categories, They are extremely fond of the UOday week or they hate 
It. Personally, I fwi that I get nore work done on the ^-day sohe- 
dulo. With the U-day week you are very tired by late afternoon ani 
this reduces the amount of work you will get done near the end of the 
day. 

the li-day week has been a very hard blow to many of our students 
Involved in extra ourrloular activities. Studewte do not have tixie 
to spend on activities outside of the olassroon that require inteir- 
aotlon in group activities, mtranurals does not offer teaa sports 
due to scheduling. Ohe SQA has suffered treKeodottsly fro» a laok of 
tine. 

It would appear that the college would give thouj^ht to the fact 
that in educating an Individual we must concern ourselves with their 
over-all development, People continue to have wore and more free time. 
We must concexn ourselves with developing leadership awi a sense of 
well-being along with their olassroon experiences. We wust expose 
students to activities that will encourage their Interest In sports, 
cultural activities, and appreciation for getting along and under- 
standing other peoi^e. 



If wo are goljig to say that we are Interested In the over-all 
education of our etudente. we met provide ttoe and aotlvltlee for 
Boolal as well as educatlonftl developawt, 
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PART SIX 

EVALUATION BY THE LEARNING RESOURCES CENTER 



ERIC 



SUMMARY OF EVALUATION BY THE LEARNING RESOURCES CENTER 



METHOD 



Mrs. Ella Francis prepared the evaluation by the Learning Resources 
Center from LRC data. 



RESULTS 



The Learning Resources Center experienced a decUne {n use pf all 
facMlttes. The best comparison Is between the 1973 and \$7k perlods« 
The January through April 197'* circulation of books was 3t596 compared 
to 5|000 for the same period 1973 or 7K9% of the 1973 circulation. 
Faculty use was 85*61 of the 1973 use. Reserves usage In 1974 was 
55»7% of the 1973 usage* The LRC also experienced difficulties tn 
scheduUng to fit both usage and the needs of the various programs. 
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AN ASSESSMENT OF THE IMPACT OF THE FOUR-OAY 
ACADEMIC WEEK ON STUDENT USE OF THE 
LEARNING RESOURCES CENTER 



ELLA FRANCIS 
DIRECTOR LEARNING RESOURCES CENTER 



The attached statistical material shows that the circulation of 
books and materials declined by approximately 50% from the previous 
year during the period of operating on the four-day week. Tht LRC 
staff believe that this decline In the circulation of materials is 
a serious threat to the academic and Intellectual development of 
the student population. It Is also thought that the number of students 
who used the LRC as a place to study decreased significantly during 
the period of the four-day week: statistics on attendance are not 
available for the 1972-73 academic year, but the staff believe only 
about half of the usual number of students were studying In the LRC 
during the period In question. 

The four-day week caused many commuting students to have so 
little free time on days they were on campus that they had to do 
all their studying at home, after school. This problem was especially 
vocalized by the LRC work study students. They were quite limited 
in the number of free hours during which they could work, which meant 
that at some times, when they were most needed, all were In class. 
The work study students complained of poor studying conditions at 
home and said thet they preferred to study at school. 

Although the LRC tries to maintain a strong collection of books 
and media which will both support the College's curriculum and meet 
the Information needs of the faculty and staff, It is recognized 
■that the collection can not meet all the needs of all the faculty. 
However, it Is believed that more faculty use of the LRC occurred 
prior to the four-day week than during that period, 

Although hesitant to attempt to establish a direct causal rela- 
ttlonshlp between the four-day week and declines In weekend use, the 
LRC staff would'like to point out that during the period of the four- 
day academic week, it first became necessary to close on Thursday 
evenings and Sunday afternoons due to lack of attendance. The hours 
tha LRC was then open were below the minimum set by the Southern 
Association. 

The LRC staff believe that unless the area's energy situation 
becomes much worse than In the past, that any energy savings effected 
by the four-day week are far outweighed by the disservice It does 
to the student who sincerely wants to learn. 
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Due to the fact that not aU departments on the four-day week 
were using the same four days, It was determined that the LRC should 
continue on the five-day week In order to provide equal accessibility 
of materials to all students, faculty, and staff. Hrs. Francis, 
d rector, Hr. McCracken, media specialist, and Mr. French, reference 
Mbrarlan, personally preferred the five-day week, and, as statistical 
data became available, became less enthusiastic about the four-dav 
week. ' 



The clerical/secretarial staff all preferred the five-day week, 
citing personal Inconvenience, transportation problems, and difficulty 
of mesh ng the longer working day Into their families' lives as reasons 
for their preference. The LRC staff also had the responsibility of 
answering the telephone, which rang constantly on Fridays. They 
po nted out that transacting business Is much less' compl Icated when 
all parties work the same hours. Additionally, the four-day week 
slowed down newspaper and periodical delivery to the LRC tremendously. 
Some newspapers were as much as five days late being put out for 
public use. 

The only person preferring the four-day week based his prefer- 
ence on personal convenience. 

Conclusions based on the experience of this department may be 
stated as follows: 

1. All departments should be on the same schedule. 

2. The four-day week caused much lost staff time. 

3. The five-day week Is demonstrably superior. 
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T,VBLB 45. LBWINDW RSSOURCES Cmm BOOK OXROULATIOM 
JANUART mom APRIL 1971 TOROOCIH 197li 



Student Uso 


1971 
Remodeling 
May. -Deo. 


1972 
Remodeling 
Jan. -Feb. 


1973 


1974 


January 


793 


1,186 


1,269 


782 


February , 


I.OIS 


1,236 


1,165 


779 


March 


liS68 


896 


1,3140 


1,132 


April 


•1,161 


737 


1,226 


903 


Total 


»*,537 


11,055 


5,000 


3,596 


Faculty Use 










January 


30 


19U 


203 


163 


February 


152 


103 


93 


89 


March 


.172 


90 


96 


106 


April 


8^ 


58 


86 


61 


Total 




356 


478 


1409 


Reserves 










January 


17 


lUO 


367 


139 


February 


107 


ISU 


317 


79 


March 


128 


106 


280 


233 


April 


120 


102 


207 


205 


Total 


372 


^82 


1.177 


656 
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LAKE CITY COMHUNITY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY VEEK 
LEARNINQ RESOURCES CENTER 



TABLE A6. EQUIPMENT AND SERVICES USE OF THE LRC 

FALL 1973 AND SPRING I97'» TERMS 



ITEM Aug. through D«c. Jan. to Hay 7> 

1973 1 97'* 



Equipment 



)6MM Projector 


k2 


43 


Take -up- reel 


29 


35 


Slide Projector 


12 


16 


Fl Imstrip Projector 


10 


30 


Overhead Projector 


9 


13 


8MM Projector 


2 


7 


Opaque Projector 


1 


k 


Projection Stand 


9 




Screen 


\k 


4b 1 


Ree1»to-reel Tape Recorder 






Cassette Tape Recorder 


\k 


26 


Cassette Playback Unit 


1 




Adapter 






Microphone 


9 


5 


Record Player 


9 


)k 


Extension Cord 


26 


31 


Other 


6<» 


64 


<pendables 






Bulb 


30 


16 


Cassette 


317 


983 


Film 


157 


133 


Transparencies 


3M 


136 


Other 


179 


311 


Db Order Requests 






Services 


99 


114 


Materials 


157 


135 


Equtpment 


159 


172 


Photographic 


100 


98 
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PART SEVEN 
ENROLLMENT DATA* 



SDimiCf OF FVLL-TIMB a^ROUMEUT DATA BT SEHESTBR 
1969-70 THRCTOH 1973-?U 



MBTOOD 

Itie roglfftrar aupfOiied emvllnent datd on itdl-tina (not P73) 
studonts for the first and second semesters froa the sohool jre&r 
1969-70 through the 1973-7lt term. 

Iho fttll-tlme enrollment trend over this period has been a 
rather steady increase with a sharper Jiiorease between the 1972-73 
and 1973-71* terras, ihe second semester normally runs a lower en- 
rollment than the first. When these enrollments are plotted on 
a graph the curves are essentially parallel for the total euggest- 
Ijig that no unusnal factor is operating* This holds true also for 
the technical and transfer division breakdowns except 1973-71* 
second semester enrollment for the technical division is sll^tly 
higher than the first semester and the transfer division for the 
same period shows a slightly greater decrease in enrollment than 
normal. 
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LAKS OIW CCKWimiTJf COLLBOB 
SVALUATIOM OP FOUR-DAI WBQC 



Pi«. 37. Total mi -tine Sirollnent (not PTB) at the 
Beginning of the Tenn 1969-70 Ihrough 1973-7li. 




69-70 70-71 71-72 72-73 73-7U 
SCHOOL TBAR 



Pftll Semester 
- - - - Spring Smeeter 
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LAKB cm ccMMimm (msaB 

SVALUATICW OF FCWR-DAI WEEK 



TABLE 47, * TOXAL FOIi-TMS amCUmEKT (not PT8) AT TOB 
BmiNNSn OF IRB TBRK 1969-70 mxm 1973-714 



NOMBBd OF STODQfTS BIROO^iLn) 

SCHOOL 



YfiAR 




Spring 
S6nd9bor 


Dlffarenoe 


1969-70 


702 : 


700 


- 2 


1970-71 


8^7 


7M 


-1116 


1971-72 


91*2 


860 


- 62 


1972-73 


97^ 


896 


- 77 


1973-71* 


11*16 


1297 


-119 
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VJ'J^ Technical Division FuU-tlma Enrollment (not FTE) at 
the Beginning of the Term 1969-70 Through 1973-71*. 
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TABLE 48. 

TSOHNICAL DIVISION RJLL-TIKB awOLLMlWT {not FTB) AT BCB 
BBOINNllW OP IBS TBBM 1969-70 mom 1973-71* 



SCHOOL 




NUMBER OF STODBKTS amOLLBD 




Pall 




Diff«raao« 


1969-70 


30U 


301 


- 3 


1970-71 


U02 


323 


- 79 


1971-72 


U36 


Uoi 


- 35 


1972-73 


Wt9 




-35 


1973-7U 


5^1*9 


563 


4 lU 
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BVALUATION OF POUR-DAy WSaC 



Fig. 39. Transfer Division FuH-tlme EnroUmftnt (not FTE) at 
th« Beginning of the Term 1969-70 Through 1973-7'», 
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amoxiMarr 

TABLE 49. 

wmm hvnsim mi^mt mmmv (not m) ai* m 
mmsm o^ wsum 1969-70 mam 1973-7U 



NOKBSl OF SIQDianS SniOLLBD 

SCHOOL 



tm 


Fwa 

Sweater 




Diff essence 


1969-70 


396 


399 


4 1 


1970-71 




1»18 


- 37 


1971-72 




1*79 


- 27 


1972-73 






- 1*2 


1973-7U 


867 


731* 


- 133 
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(iUANTITY OF EDUCATIONAL SERVICES 



ERIC 



SUMMARY OP QUANTITV OF EDUCATIONAL SERViClES 
1971-72 THROUGH 1973-7'» 



METHOD 



The number of sections on the printed schedules were counted for 
each of thfe six semesters 1971-72 through 1973-7'** 

Totals by major subject area and program for the three terms spring 
1973» fall; 1973 and spring 197'^ were also determined* No attempt was 
made to acpount for additions to the schedule or sections that were 
dropped, J 



RESULTS 



The maximum range of the total nurtiber of sections Is 53 sections 
with fewest number of sections during the fait 1971*72 semester and the 
greatest number of sections In the spring semester of 197't w(th the 
four^day w^ek« The total number of sections for the second semester 
^$7y7^ (four*day week) Is '(8 sections greater than the second semester 
1972*73* The breakdown Into major subject areas and programs showed 
very llttljs variation across the three terms spring 1973> fall 1973 
and spring 1974 except the Increase noted above. 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 
QUANTITY OF EDUCATIONAL SERVICES 



TABLE 50. NUMBER OF TRANSFER DIVISION CLASS SECTIONS BY SUBJECT AREA 



^ , . Numbt»r of Sections 
Subject 

Spring 1973 Fall 1973 Spring 197'* 



English 101 & 102 


16 


16 


1? 


Other English 


11 


8 


9 


Speech 1 10 


8 


8 


9 


Other Speech 


2 


8 


9 


Math 102 & 121 


6 


7 


6 


Other Math 


21 


23 


17 


8to. , 8ot. , Zoo. , Ana. 


13 


14 




Physical Science 


10 


10 


11 


Chemistry & Physics 


I** 


12 


13 


SSS 101 £ )02» His 101 & 102 


11 


13 


12 


Other Social Science 


15 


13 


12 


Humanities 201 & 202 


k 


6 


6 


Phi losophy & Religion 


2 


2 


2 


Art & Music 


11 


13 


19 


Foreign Language 


7 


6 


7 


Physical Education 


29 


28 


27 


Read! ng 


8 


10 


17 


Education 


! 


1 


1 


IDS 


2 


2 


2 


Orientation 


2 


1 


2 


TOTAL DAY SECTIONS 


193 


201 




Off Campus 


10 


13 


10 


Night (On Campus) 


26 


33 


33 



TOTAL NIGHT AND OFF CAMPUS 36 '(6 

TOTAL SECTIONS 229 2'*7 253 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 
QUANTITY OF EDUCATIONAL SERVICES 



TABLE 51. 



NUMBER OF TECHNICAL DIVISION CLASS SECTIONS BY PROGRAM 



Program 



Auto Body 
Auto Mechanics 
Aviation 

Business Related 
Cosmetology 
Engl nee ring 
Forestry 

Golf Course Mechanics 

Golf Course Operations 

Landscape Operations 

Law Enforcement & Corrections 

Masonry 

Nursing 

Park Management 
Timber Harvesting 
Welding 

TOTAL DAY SECTIONS 

Off Campus 
Night 

TOTAL Nl GHT AND OFF CAMPUS 
TOTAL SECTIONS 



Number of Sections 



Spring 1973 Fall 1973 



1 

k 
2 

29 
t 

3 
8 

9 
8 
2 
I 
3 

5 
2 

1 



4 
15 



79 

19 
98 



1 
6 
2 

28 
1 

S 

II 

10 

10 
2 
I 
2 

5 

2 

1 



85 



4 

18 



22 

i07 



Spring t97'« 



2 
2 
2 

30 
1 

8 
k 
12 

? 
2 
2 
3 
6 
i 2 



10 
2 k 



88 
122 
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PART NINE 
ANALYSIS OF GRADES 

I 

GRADE DISTRIBUTIONS TOTALS 



SUKMARI OF AMALTSZ3 0? QRADS3 



MSmOD 

Tvfd 8dt8 of oonnitdr data ware available. Ihd met usoM of 
theso was a pK>int«out of the grado dl&tributlons by najor mibjaot 
areas for tho sooond senaster 1972->73 and the first and second sMester 

Most desired distrUmtions oonld be obtained fron this 
data Inoludtng a total and breakdo>ms by division. Orade dis- 
tributions for selected sub jeots were innrestlKated. These dlstrl* 
butlons Included the reqiulred subjects of the transfer division and 
the larger Aanents of the technical division. 

The second sei of data was grade point averages by major fl^ 
in the transfer division and program for the technical division. 
The number of reported students in many of these major fields and 
programs Is too esMll for the comparative data to be of value. 

RESStJLTS 

Itie total grade dlsti^lbutlon data shows a maximum variation 
of three Mrcent for any grade across the three terms » spring sem- 
ester 1975i fall semester 1?73 and spring semester 197U (four-day 
week) . ttie maximiim percent in grade variation In the technical di- 
vision is U'S per cent and In the ti^ansfer division five per cent. .. 
niese grade maximra variations are for F In thd total distribution 
and the transfer division distribution and A grades (an Increase) 
in the technical division. Tn both of the F situations the sll|(ht 
inox'ease in 7 grades Is an increase each term^ I.e. , an Inoyease in 
F percentage for the fall term 1?73 over the sjaplng term 1973 and an 
increase in F grades for the spring term 1971^ over the fall term 1973* 
This consistent and progressive ^ange strongly suggests some factor 
other than the four-day week Is operiiting. 

The selected subject grade distributions show a wide variation 
In pattern between subjects and across the three terms. The data 
here Is insufficient to establish a normal expected grade variation 
as a basis for Interpreting with reference to the four-day week* 

The grade -point average differences for the lArg^ 
prograito {all within arrange of pCLus or miims ..S. Agf ln> tfae poro- 
blem of normal varliltlon cannot ><» solved with ejdstlna dat*. . 
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LAKE CITY CCHHUNITY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 
QRAOl DISTRIBUTIONS FOR SELECTED SUBJECTS 

* 



TABLE 52. Totol QradQ DUtributlone 

TeohnloBl plus Transfar oivlaions 



Grade 


Spring Samester 
).973 


Fall Semestar 
1973 


Spring Samastar 
1971* 




No. 


% 


No. 


% 


No. 




A 












M47 


B 








^^-:?^ 






C 










767jf 




D 








^>7:i 




7/4> 


F 












V cJ 


1 








y.i>7 






S 


/a J 




Z3 


.3^ 






U 




,// 


<^ 








W 


AW 


3. S3 


M3 








X 


J/ 












Total 


^79/ 






/4>0 


7J^f 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 
GRADE DISTRIBUTIONS FOR SELECTED SUBJECTS 



53. Tachnloal Olyielon Total Qrada olstributlona 



Grade 


Spring' Semes tec 
J973 


Fait Semester 
1973 


Sprint Stmster 
I97"i 




No. 


% 


No. 


t 


Ho. 


% 


A 














D 








Si. 9/ 


no 


33.73 








US' 


as, 07 






D 






/73 




/// 




tr 

r 








S.i7 




3.61 


1 








S,/7 






s 






AX 










f 




0 




3 




w 






1 






/, 6fi 








7 


as 


y 


- 3) 


Total 


/977 






/(>0 







UKp OUT Gcmmm oollhib 

^ ^ATIgW OP PO(JR-DAI WBBK 
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{ LAKE CITY COHHUNITY COLLEGE 

I EVALUATION OF FOUR-OAY WEEK 

GRADE DISTRieUTtONS FOR SELECTED SUBJECTS 

TABLE 54« Transfer Division Total Grade oiatributlone 



» 

1 
• 

Grade 

» 


Spring Semester 


Fall Sam. Mr 
1973 


Spring Stiiia.ur 


No. 


% 


No. 


% 


No, 


% 


Aj 




27,03 














S.7.CJ 


7fi.^<i 


Hi 7 






« 






/^3f 


J^6.7^> 




a. 3. 03 


1 

o; 














f; 


3 ox. 




m 






l/.3i> 


v 






JIM 


7.31 




3.01 




/7 




1 




y 




u 


3 




0 




0 




w 










730 


Jl.73 


X 


33 




37 


•77 




.71 


Totiil. 

* 




/60 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 
GRADE DISTRieUTIONS FOR SELECTED SUBJECTS 



TABLE 55. AUM (Auto MochanloB) Qrade oletrlbutlons 



Grade 



A 
B 



U 



Tot.il 



Spring Senwster 



No. 



7 



I 



Fall Semester 
1573 



No. 



S3_ 

// 



Spring Semster 
)97'i 



No, 



% 



/4 

J. 

2 



£3J£ 
3.30 



/ 



9/ 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 
GRADE DISTRIBUTIONS FOR SELECTED SUBJECTS 



BUSINESS RELATED COURSES 



Grade 


Spring Semester 
1973 


Fall Semester 
1973 


spring Semester 
197'! 


No. 


% 


No. 


% 


No. 


% 


A 










/// 




8 


/S3 












C 


?? 






MVS' 


/^(^ 




0 














F 






77 




S7 


9.^3 


1 


/X- 








s 




S 






0 


COO 


0 


c.oo 


u 






0 ' O.oo 


0 


6, CO 


w 






1 ' ''7 






X 


3 




I 


'17 


7 




Tot.ll 






1 
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LAKE CITY COHHUNITY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 
GRADE DISTRIBUTIONS FOR SELECTED SUBJECTS 



TABLE 57. CM (correotlans) Qrads oiatrSbui'lons 



Grade 


Spring Semester 
)973 


Fall Semester. 
1973 


Spring Semester 




No. 




No. 


% 


No. 


% 


A 














B 




7/. 51 




73JI 






C 


s 












0 












7,0? 


F 














1 


7 












S 














U 














w 


1 


.31 
























ToUl 










36^ 





JwrnnoM OP rm^da wbr 

(BUDS OBtRlBOrtCHS FOR SSiBOTB) SCBJBOIS 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OP FOUR-OAY WEEK 
GRACE DISTRIBUTIONS FOR SELECTED SUBJECTS 



TABLE is, FOR (Forestry) Qrada olatrlbutlona 

Couraea ulth FOR Prefix 



• 

Grac^ 


Spring Semster 


Fan Semester 
197} 


spring Setwster 
197'» 




No. 


% 


Mo. 


% 


No. 


% 


A: 










3^ 




B^ 

s 






33- 






33.33 


c; 




31. 






j; 




0': 


? 




/Z 




75 


U7.. 


f; 






77 




5 ■ 




1 




3.73 




7.5X 


3 




1 

i 

S: 










3 




U 










3 


Zoo 




1 




X 








X 


1 


.7S- 










Toliil ■ 






733 




/^^ 
- 







186 



LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR-OAY WEEK 
ami DISTRIBUTIONS FOR SELECTED SUBJECTS 



TABLE 59. NUR (Nuralng) Qtade Distributions 



Grade 


Spring Semester 
)973 


Fall Semester 
1973 


spring Semester 
I97'> 




No. 


% 


No. 


% 


No. 


% 


A 

A 




/A '9^ 


y 

f 








Q 
O 






// 


M6I 


3/ 


36.?0 














31 H 

^ . ^_ 


ft 






0 




/ 




r 

r 


0 




/ 




X 




1 


s 










9.53 


s 














u 














w 














X 


/ 




J 




/ 




Totiil 


93 
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LAKE CITY COHHUNUY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 
GRADE OJSTRIBUTIONS FOR SELECTED SUBJECTS 



TABLE 60. DRH (Golf and Landscape) Qrads oistrlbutlona 

Couraes with ORH Prefix 



Grade 


Spring Semester 
1973 


Fall Semester 
1973 


spring Semester 


No. 


% 


No. 


% 


No. 


% 


A 














B 






JS' 








c 






23 








0 














F 








/.¥3 


J 




1 






1 


.11 






S 














u 














w 


J 












X 














Total 


J99 
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\ 



UKB CITT CCMMUNITr COLLHIE 
BVAHJATICN OF FOim-DAl WBK 
(ffi4DS DISTRITOTIONS FOR SBLBOTEJ) SUBJECTS 











... 




^ 



















<x 






— . — ^ 





















.. ../ 






2 
















/ 












. .> -»-.■ 








xj 


X 




<x 














.... 










/ / 









.xj 


X 


X) 


<x 


















i 




















X) 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 
GRADE DISTRIBUTIONS FOR SELECTED SUBJECTS 



TABLE 61. BIO (Biology) Grade olstrlbutiona* 

Does Not include BOT and ZOO* 



Grade 


Spring Semester 
)973 


Fal 1 Semester 
1973 


Spring Semester 




No. 


% 


No* 


% 


No. 


% 


A 


w / 








ro 


/.60 


B 


/o U 


7 0 






/ <4>0 


OO ' / J 


C 






^/ 




/ 

f f 


JUi a / 


0 




/ ^* 




JS >o/ 




/«< • 


F 


J f 


I u 






ST 




1 






3 




S 




S 














u 














w 










7 




X 


/ 












Total 




/oo 






5-31 





193 



LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 
GRADE DISTRIBUTIONS FOR SELECTED SUBJECTS 



TABLE 62. END (Engllah) Qrada Dietributlona 

All Em coursaa including ENQ 160 (Reading) But Not LIT and JOU. 



Grade 


Spring Semester 
1973 


Fall Semester 
1973 


Spring Semester 




No. 


% 


No. 


% 


No. 


% 


A 












M.33 


8 
























m 




0 


7^ 


















73 










S 








// 




s 










/ 


.// 


U 














w 


7 










3.i3 


X 










3 




Total 






7/7 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLtGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR-OAY WEEK 
GRADE DISTRIBUTIONS FOR SELECTED SUBJECTS 



Sfpi"'ooc"^o <"^^^^'^y> Gtade Distributions. HIS Spring 1973 and 
HIS Plus SSS (Survey of Social Science) Fall 1973 and Spring 1974? 



Grade 


Spri ng Semester 
1973 


Fall Semester 
1973 


spring Semester 
197^ 




No. 


% 


No. 


% 


No. 


% 


A 


/OX 






J?? 






B 




21 fS 






' 1. 




C 


f 








/// 




D 






3i> 




3o 




F 










31 




1 






3 




/3 




b 














u 














w 


^7 












X 










3 


-7/ 


Toinl 






JJ7 




JS7 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 
GRADE DISTRIBUTIONS FOR SELECTED SUBJECTS 



TABLE 64. HUM (HUfflanltiee) Grade olBtrlbutlona 



Grade 


Spring Semester 
)973 


Fall Semester 
1973 


Spring Semester 


No. 


% 


No. 




No. 




A 




J J 










B 






/J 








C 


0 u 




S3 


Z/.03 






0 


ffC' 


/S. ¥/ 


31 




. 




F 














1 






JL 


■71 






S 










J 


.J? 


U 














w 


/3 








/J 


S./o 


X 


1 




. 1 








Total 


as3 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUft-OAY WEEK 
GRADE DISTRIBUTIONS FOR SELECTED SUBJECTS 



TABLE 65, PH3 iy'»YV»ieal solenca) Qrada Dletrlbutions 



Grade 


Spring Semester 


Fall Semester 


Spring Semester 


No. 


% 


No. 


% 


No. 




A 


/JJ 


9 


n 






A'l/3 


B 




















/71 








t\ 
V 


77 












r 

r 


S3 


7a 








7^JZ 


1 


3 








// 


/.73 


S 














U 














W 














X 










3 




Total 






^Ji7 




7^7 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR-OAY WEEK 
GRADE DISTRIBUTIONS FOR SELECTED SUBJECTS 



TABLE 66* SPE (Speech) Grade olstrlbutlona 



Grade 


Spring Semester 
)973 


Fall Semester 
1973 


spring Semester 




No. 




No. 


% 


No. 


% 


A 




//'^ 










B 


73 






3S,3i> 






C 


So 








j7 




D 






// 




/a 


V.7^ 


F 






9 






7./i 


1 






7 




/3 




S 














u 














w 










■ 7 


3/2. 


X 


/ 








1 


■ 


Totnl 


a. 1 3 




/// 









t 
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LAKE CITV COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 
MEAN GRADE-POINT AVERAGES BY PROGRAM 



TABLE 67. 

TKCUNlCAf. DIVISION MEAN GRADE-POINT AVERAGES BY CLOCK-HOUR PROGRAM 



. 1 


; 

Fall Semester 1973 


Spring Semester 1974 


G.P.A, 


G.P.A, 


No. 
Students 


G.P.A. 


No/ 
Students 


Differences 


ABP Auto-Body 




/3 








AIM Aviation 










- 


AUM Auto-Mech, 




^7 


XII 


S3 


+ ,01 


COY COShfETOLOCY 






Zoo 






MAY Masonry 


2.67 


J/ 






+ ./>3 


WEL WcldlnR 


a- 7 3 


// 




33 


+ ,07 



* S - U grading system. 
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UKK cm COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 
MEAN CRAOE-POINT AVERAGES BY PROGRAM 



TABLE 68. 

TECHNICAL DIVISION MEAN GRADE-POINT AVERAGES BY SEMESTER-HOUR PROGRAM 



Program 


Pall Semester 1973 


Spring Semester 1974 


Difference 


G.P.A. 


Students 


G.P.A, 


No. 

Students 


30 Buslnedd 


A. or 


/ 7 




AS 




33 Data Proc. 




s 


2.3/ 






36 Bx6c • Secy • 


o t /7 


// 




/.^^ 


- 31 


38 Coif 






Ji. /(> 






40 Landscape 








// 




A 2 Lef^at Secy» 


/ 




o OA 






4^4 Med . Secy. 












46 Mark. Manag* 


/ 7 ^ 


i> 


J, 0*L> 


A:. 






^ / / 










50 Park ManaR. 




j-r 


J. 3 7 






51 Pollce\Scl\ 












52 Fore55try 




ZZ 






t . ^^ 


53 Real Estate 


hS^ 


1 








80 Clerical 




i> 










83 Data Proc. 


/.^^ 










88 Foreatry 












90 at^Vi Scl« 


XS9 


. 7 




S 




92 _ Timber Harv* 




7 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 
MEAN GRADE-POINT AVERAGES BY PROGRAM 

TABLE 69. 

TRANSFER DIVISION MEAN GRADE-POINT AVERAGES BY PROGRAM 





Pall Semester 1973 


spring Semester 1974 


G.P.A, 
Difference 




Mean 
n p A 


No. 


Mean 
n . P * A . 


00 Unclassified 






// 






02 General Course 






7 


■9 -? 
A -Off 




05 Pre-Agrlculture 


if 


3,0s 


/ 






06 Pre-Bulldlng 












08 Pre-Ruslness 












10 Pre-Kducation 












11 Pru^Data-Proc. 


J? 








- - 


12 Pror-Kngineerlng V 


/J 




/ J 
// 






lA Prc-Poreatry 


// 




M 






16 Pro~l)ontt Med* Vet. 








:i.-S"7 




18 Pro-Police Science 




-^'^^ 








20 Pro-lwm 


7 




7 






22 Pre-Pliarmacy 


¥ 


JJS 


S 


3.3¥ 


- '^/, 


2A Pre-Mlnlstry 


X 


3.3/ 


J 






26 Pre-Correctlons 




^. 9^ 








29 Other 




^, 3^ 













PART TEN 
ENERGY CONSUMPT I ON ANALYS \ S 




LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR- DAY WEEK 
ENERGY 



SUMMARY ENERGY CONSUMPTION ANALYSIS 



METHOD 



Dean Spa rkman, office of Business Services, prepared the 
tables of Energy costs and savings and energy consumption for the 
years 1970 -through I a?**. Mean temperatures were secured from the 
National CUmatlc Center. 



RESULTS 

The total energy saving program Including the four-day week 
did save energy. The actual decrease In energy used con^a red 
with 1973 was 10 7, 20^1 Kw of electric! ty, 36,303 gal Ions of fuel 
oM, 3, 06'» gallons of LP gas and 1,705 gallons of gasoline. The 
proportion of these savings that should be attributed to the four- 
day week cannot be determined. The use of a factor of one-fifth 
more attributed to the four-day week has hazards and amounts only 
to a guess. As a mdtterAhlndslght, In order to establish a reason- 
able estimate of the proportion of the total energy saved by the 
deletion of one day would requi re careful advance planning artd 
recording on a weekly (four-day) and the single day basts. It 
would almost certdlnly require a change In some of our metering 
devices ete. This writer doesn't like to even thtnk about the 
vai'tables and details of this problem. 

Electrical usage ts further confused by the addition of new 
buildings that were heated and cooled by electricity. This ob- 
viously means an Increased amount of electricity consumed and a 
factor in the total consumption of electricity. 

Unfortunately, for comparative purposes, the mean teinpera- 
ture for January was much warmer than normal. Actually the mean 
January temperature for 197'* was degrees higher than the 
mean January temperature for 1973. The mean temperature for the 
entire quarter 197'» was i».5 degrees above 1973. A comparison 
of mean quarterly temperatures and atnount of fuel oil consumed ' 
suggests that" a five degree variation In mean tempera tur* makes 
a difference of approximately 10,000 gallons. As noted above 
the mean temperature difference between 1973 and 197^1 was k.S ' ' 
degrees. Th* fuel oil savings was 36,303 gallons. Roughly one' 
third of the fuel saving can be attributed to the warmef weither. 
We can reasonably extend this to other heating as a gbod^guess 
of the variation of energy consumption due to different temper- 
atures . • 



LAKB OlTJf CCHWmiTr COLLEOB 
afSROJ COMSBRVATIOM PLAN 

Decetrtoer 12, 1973 
HKATira, VmiUTim AND AIR COMDITIOHim 

AO-1 Lower tbewiofftats to 68 degrees for winter operation and raise to 
78 degrees for sanwer operation. Calibrate all thermostats for 
operational aeeuraoy and only maintenance personnel be allowed to 
change setting, 

AO-2 (Mt off all air handling units in corridors, lobbies and lo\jnges, 
Operate Tttanually When teaperatiire In these areas fall below 60 
degrees. 

AO-3 Make use of outdoor air during confortable weather at which time 
heating/cooling equipment will be turned off, 

AC-lt Bit all buildings on time oloek operation where possible. Oloeks 
will be set to turn equipnent on 2 to 3 hours (depending on outside 
temperature) prior to buildings being occupied and 1 to 2 hours prior 
to dose of student schedule of class day. Buildings that can't be 
pit on time clock wHl be operated manually according to S(^edule 
of building use, 

AO-5 No electric heaters may be used at any time except as may be autho- 
rized by the president. 

AC-6 Main entrance to Administration Building be closed when outside 

temperature is degrees or below. And a sign be placed to dljceot 
traffic to enter at side entrance, ihis will allow betttJr tempera- 
ture balance and control In the main lobby area. 

AC-7 All ventilating fans be operated only when necessary for health 
reasons and then \mder direction of program director, 

AO-8 All cooling units to drinking fountains be disconnected. All hot 
water heaters be dlsconneoted except where needed to meet state 
health regulations. 

AC«9 All heating equipment be checked daily to Insure most effloieot op- 
eration, toclttdlng setting of cottoustion and using fUel oil addi- 
tive for cleaner bum, 

Ao-10 All door cloffores be checked aal ant for accurate opto'atlon. Check 
be made for any leakage In doors, windows and ceiling. Repair where 
necessary. 
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MOTOR VEHIOLB OPBRATIOM 

MV-1 S«t naadiBuw apeed limit for all college ovned v&hleles ^0 MHI. 

Asslgnnent of Tehloles hUI be ti^e according to need, distance and 
function to Insure moat efficient operation. 

MV-3 All ttotor vehicles will be pat on a strict ewvioe achedttl«. Car* 
boretor, polAts, plugo and tlnli^ will be set and closely ohjtcked 
to Insure most efficient operation econouloally. 

MV*U ii'ioritles will be set for use of all college vehicles arid efforts 
will be wade to curtail duiAicatlon of travel where possible, 

A list of driving practices will be developed in an effort to con- 
serve fuel consumption through eorreot and precise operating pro* 
cedures. A copy of these practices will be given to each operator 
of a vehicle with trip ticket. Strict adhereoce will be requested . 

H7-6 Tires on all vehicles will be checked each tljne it is reftteled and 
pressure to within one pound of loaxijaun rating, as printld on tire 
by nanufaotureri be ttaintalaed to preveao* rolling resistance. 

MV-.7 Request that all personnel llalt their travel to amountt traveled 
same mmth last y«ar lAiere possible In the 1^ areas. 
Request that all non-inrtructional travel be out fipo» awim 
traveled each ttonth of last year if at all possible, 

MV«8 Request all credit cards be issued with trip ticket on eaoh re- 
quest for vflhlole awd records be kept In vrtjiele cost file on all 
ftt^l conlwteptiLon; . 

SLBOTRICAL 

S-l Discontinue use of lighting in halls, corridors and lom^ges by j^OSt. 
iSach instructor be 'instruct e4 to turn li|»hts oUt at the olode hit the 
class, 

S-a All outside lighting be discontinued, except tther^ nded«4 safe- 
ty and seiMtflty. 

B-3 Tennis court lights be used only In accordance with schedule esta- 
blished and approved by the president. .* 

84i Service check all equipuent on a preventive schedule t6 pr^v^' 
power leakage and burnout.^ 

S*^ Air filter schedule be stepped tip by 2^^ td insure cKtaner air 



MAINTENANCB AMD OPBaATION 
MO^I Survey wUl be made and acbodule established where custodial per- 

MO-2 Rfocedure wni be established charging custodial personnel to have 
lights on only In iimedlate areas they are working. 

MO-3 Ch^e security officers with responsibUity of enforcing policy 
Sif^JJfSJ^^* ^T'^^**^ indicating on dally report oftrSs ^ 
building and room mwber where policy is being violated. . 

MO-U astablished aehedule for maintenance personnel so e<julpnent not 
put on time clock will be oparated mannally. And rppSrentlve 
i«!t SSatlSSr^*^ ^® nalntalned to insure most eff ic- 

AEMINISTRATIVB 

A«1 Relax traditional dress requirements to accoianodate temperatures In 
worWne areas. Advise all personnel to wear wanner clothing In 
winter and coolei' in sunner. 

A-2 Cwitraliae all office personnel who must work beyond normal hours, 
holidays and weekends to one building and one atone if possible so 
that minimum heat, cooling and ll|^ts will be used. 

A-3 a»courage all personnel, employees and students to form ear pools 
as tmich as possible. *^ 

w!!}LTiT^ ^^t^y i^^^ a day) be changed to 

four-day (ten hours a day) Monday-Hmrsday, ■ 

A-^ Request be made to all personnel, staff and students, via staff 

c:«loi*'SaS! ^^^'^^^^ 'or strict adherence to energy 

A-6 All requests be made for vehicles at least one week prior to need, 
so priorities can be followed In accordance with gasSlne avallSie. 

ggaS']l^:!T^^^^^^^^ reco««*«lation 
oi nr. i^is Berry and approval of the Board of Trustees, the followlntf 
changes will be made in the LCCO ttiergy OonservatSriblicyV (1 ) S^l 
?? ^"^^^f f^^ctiv^ iSedlately. (2) Set mlxliiii sSed 

Sfli / ir^ii (3) Re-comect electric water fountains for cooling of 
water (effective when 76i of thd s6hool day is abov6 6$ degrees); 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 
ENERGY 



TABLE 70. 



SUMMARY OF ENERGY COSTS AND SAVINGS 
JANUARY THROUGH APRIL 197'» 



Type 
Energy 



Average 

Per Unit Cost 

Increase Over 1973 



Electricity 
Fuel on 
LP Gas 
Gasoline 



60.83% 
113.80% 
99.06% 



Actual KW or 
Gallons Savings 
Over 1973 



Actual Dol lar 
Savings or Loss 
Over 1973 



107,20t( KW 
36,303 Gals. 
3»06'( Gals. 
1,705 Gals. 



($5,928.72) 
$ 603.71 
($ '♦23. 21) 
($203.09) 

($5»951.30 



Note: Figures In parentheses represent Increased costs* Dean Sparkwan 
points out "that the average per unit cost on all of these Items did 
Increase considerably from the 1973 cost. Also In I97'» we added 
buildings that increased the net assignable square feet by 5.508%. 1 
also might point out that this percentage Increase would not be a true 
guide in determining amount of electrical Increase since all these 
bul Idlngs are actually heated and cooled by electricity, whereas most 
of our buildings are not heated and cooled by electricity." 



LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLUGE 
EVALUATION or FOUR- OAY WEEK 
ENERGY 



TABLE ELECTRICITY CONSUMED JANUARY THROUGH APRIL 

1970 THROUGH 197V 



Y£AR 


MONTH 


TOTAL 


Jan. 


Feb - ; 




Anvil 


KW uted 
Total cost 


1^^3,197 


232, X98 


21l|,8l8 


237, 151^ 


827,367 


12,032.76 


52,509Ji7 


$2,239.2U 


S2,63i^.32 


S9,U15.79 


KW used 

1Q71 

Total cost 




232,761 


222,629 


232, U09 


932,l|00 


$2,826*22 


52,737.91 


$2,705.18 


02,815.93 


S11,085.2U 


KW used 

1972 

. Total cost 


23^.855 


260,555 


206,628 


23U,508 


937,5lt6 


$3,077.07 


^3,163,25 


S2,966.36 


i53,033.U3 


§12,21(0.11 


KW used 

1973 

Total cost 


2l;B,029 


190,536 


271, 3U1 


232,657 


9^2,563 


^3, 652.70 .< 


i2,958.83 


S3f80li.62 


*3,520.97 


n3,937.12 


KW usud 
1974 Total cost 

Price per kw 


181,1^39 


209, 33U 


2)43,950 


200,636 


835,359 




:5,12l4.87 


$5,1+86.^7 


H»,908.68. 


4l9,865;8]4 > 


2.39S;ij« 


2.M481^ 


2.2l*90{{ 


2JiU65ii 


2. 378i^i 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR-OAY WEEK 
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TABLE 72. FUEL OIL CONSUMED JANUARY THROUGH APRIL 

1970 THROUGH \m 



YEAR 


MONTH 


TOTAL 


Jan. 


Feb. 


March 


April 


Gallons used 

1970 

Total cost 


26,131 


13,720 


12,991* 


7,178 


60,023 


?2,866«57 


$1,503.10 


§1,1425.1*1* 


3 787,1*3 


$6,582. 51* 


Gallons used 

1971 

Total <iost 


24.102 


22,209 


lit, 911* 


6,793 


68,098 


$2,786.^5 


52,529.86 


n, 687. 1*1 


757.1*2 


♦7,76iai* 


Gallons used 

1972 

Total cost 


22,26k 


21^919 . 


13,566 


305 


58,071* 


52,586.76 


S2,5i»5.12 


31,51*7.88 


0 1*2.70 


56,722,1,6 


Gallons used 

1973 

Total cost 


20,688 


21,01*6 


0,527 


13,552 


63,813 


5^ 2,U73.46 


^2,51*1.1*8 


$1,01*7.96 


^1,616.75 


$7,679*67 


Gallons used 
1974 Total cost 

Price per gal. 


7,l6i^ 


13,553 


6,793 


-:0: - ; 


27,510 


t- 1,51*2.1+1 


$3,636.27 


$1,897.28 


-Or. 


§7,075.96 


21.?3jl( 




27.93^ 1 - 0 - 


25.72^ 



LAKE CITY COHMUNiTY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 
ENERGY 



TABLE 73. PROPANE GAS CONSUHEO JANUARY THROUGH APRIL 

1970 THROUGH 197'» 



YEAR 


MONTH 


TOTAL 


Jan. 


Feb. 


March 


April 


Gallons used 

1970 

Total cost 


18?L 


2731 




2327 


90l»3 gale. 




$379.^1 


S293.8? 


S3a3.<47 


$1,257.02 


Gallons used 

1971 

Total <}08t 


2252 


2381 


2255 


1906 


e831t gals* 


$313. 0)| 


$330.97 


&319.OI 


m.95 


$1,227.97 


Gallons used 

1972 

Total cost 


21U7 


26Z9 


2070 


1300 


8136 gala. 




?361*.0l+ 


t-287.73 


$180.70 


$1,130.91 


Gallons used 

1973 

Total cost 




2I421 


li|.99 


2267 


$030 gals. 


S395.22 


?!336.$2 


f?210.56 


5392.1^3 


i^l,3Wi.73 


Gallons used 
1974 Total cost 

Price per gal. 


1766 


1052 




1502 


ri''i 1'- r 

59^56 ^als. 


^I^U8.37 


4332.76 


$512. 5n 


$^7U.27 


*1,767.9U 


2^. 395« • 


3I.63jJ 


3i.l3ii' 


:'-::^31i57ii^^--::''' 


29.% 



LAKE CITY COHHUMITY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR-OAY WEEK 
ENERGY 



TABLE 74. QASOLlKE CONSUMED JANUARY THROUGH APRIL 

1970 THROUGH I g;** 



YEAR 


MONTH 


TOTAL 


Jan. 


Feb. ; 


March 


April 


Gallons used 

1970 
• Total cost 


1703 


1599 


2386 


2115 


8183 


■w73«13 


^^♦^1.9A 


SK97.S7 


$553.98 


92,076.62 


Gallons used 

1971 

Total Coat 




, 2070 


2078 


1783 


7176 








.Sl^l5.^+l 


51,751.1^ 


* Gallons used 
1972 

Total cost 


1267 


2139 


1186 




6737 




$627. if3 


$312. 70 






Gallons used 

1973 

Total cost 


1870 


1771 


ai9^ 


1966 


7802 


$S3?.5l 


lf5;6.02 




*5o8.03 


12,058.63 


Gallons used 
1974 Total cost 

Price p«r gal. 


10^6 


1770 


m 


1967 


^0^7 




1610.02 


S^S7.?7 


I7l|1.96 


$2,261.72 








38.91^ 
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LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 
ENERGY 



TABLE 75, MEAN TEMPERATURES FOR NORTH CENTRAL FLORIDA 
JANUARY THROUGH APRIL 1970 THROUGH ]$7'* 



YEAR 




Mean Temperatures 




Mean Temperatures 




Feb. 


March 


Apr1 1 


For Quarter 


1970 




'♦9.6 


60.7 


69.1 


56. 


1971 


51.2 


53.3 


5'».6 


62.9 


55.5 


1972 


59.0 




59.8 


66.2 


60.1 


1973 


52.1 


50.7 


6'».7 


6A.t 


57.9 


197'« 


66.6 


53.7 


6li.2 


6^1.9 


62.11 



Notes These mean temperatures are for Tallahassee. Such mean 
temperatures can be expected to run very close to the Lake City 
mean temperatures* 



LAKE CITY COMMUNITY COLLEGE 
EVALUATION OF FOUR-DAY WEEK 
ENERGY 



TABLE 76. MEAN QUARTERLY TEMPERATURES IN RANK ORDER 
AND FUEL OIL CONSUMPTION 1970 - 1793 



YEAR TEMPERATURE GALLONS 

1971 55.5 68,098 
1970 56. 60,023 
1973 57.9 63,813 

1972 60.1 58,07*1 
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